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Digests of Recent Opinions 





ZONING — A municipality may 
not under the guise of exercis- 
ing its zoning power so limit 
the use of lands as to acquire 
rights therein which it can 
only acquire by purchase or 
eminent domain, nor use same 
as a means of depressing the 
value of property which it may 
desire to take under eminent 
domain. 

—Held, ordinance limiting use of 
plaintiffs’ lands to _ schools, 
public parks or playgrounds, 
deprives plaintiffs of their full 








property rights without full 

compensation and is uncon- 

stitutional. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Molineaux, J.C.C., ren lere d Sept. 
21. 1961. Superior neon vy Div 
Joint Meeting ete. v. Borough of 
Middlesex. For plaintiffs—Stry- 
ke r, Tams & Dill by Walter F. 

1ldau. For defendant —— 

1 & Blacher by Onn J. Ra 

lis is an act in lieu a 
prerogative writ te set ; aside an 
ordinance of defendant Borough 


by which it amended “its prior 

1g ordinance 
new zone limiti 
nds therein to “schools, } 

s; pl aygrounds and sin 
recreational purposes 

Plaintiffs in 1914 
about 91 acres in defe 
ugh on which they 
sewage disposal plant < I 
lated facilities. In 1958 plaintiffs 
nected their ze Ss] 

1 that of the County Sev 
age Authority. As a result the 
p became unnece } 
was dismantled but other facili- 


zoning SO aS T "reg 


















»nt 





es on the tract were continued 
operation. 

In 1951 plaintiffs sold about 16 

acres to the Borough’s Board of 


Education and a school was con- 
structed thereon. In addition to 
this land sold and that on which 
+ 3 


ilities 





are retai ned there re- 
















mains a substant the 
original tract for w Ww iffs 
have no use and which they have 
placed on the market for sale 
Defendant wishes to acquire 
these excess lands for park and 
Playground purposes and _ the 
Board of Education is also in- 
terested purchasing the pro- 
perty. Negotiation t 
Borough and plain for pur- 
chase of the lands were unsuc- 
cessful. 
August 1960, the ordinance 
attacked was adopted It 
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new zone, limited to 
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conder I - 
No fur teps b 
vay of eminent dom 
owever, been taken. 
Pp 


nconstitut 
te prope 
j compensation. ndar 
ays it is a lawful exerci f 
“S$ power to zone and t th 
fact that it pr us ay 
ain s of their prope for 
advantageou tary 
Durpose does not 
Validity. 

“Held: Under 
Plaintiffs are 
the property for 
Public parks or 
Nile it is conceiv 
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could find a private school will- 
ing to build on the property, as 
a practical matter the effect of 
the ordinance is to limit the 
purchaser to the defendant Bor- 
ough or its Board of Education. 
The net result of the ordinance 
is to destroy for all practical 
purposes the full value of plain- 
tiff’s property and leave them at 
the mercy of defendant as to the 
price the latter may be willing 
to pay. However desirable the 
property may be for defendant 
for parks and playgrounds, de- 
fendant cannot use its power to 
zone as a method of depreciating 
the value of the property for the 
purposes of purchase. 











It has been frequently held 
that zoning cannot be used to 
transfer rights in private pro- 
perty to the municipality which 
the may only acquire by 
purchase or by the exercise of 
eminent domain. Nor can it be 
used to depress the values of 
property which it desires to take 
under the power of eminent do- 








In either case there is a 

1g of property without due 
process of law and just compen- 
sation in contravention of the 


Federal and State constitutions. 








What was done here was to 

impose a use limitation so re- 

that plaintiffs them- 

annot use the property 

sell it only to the very 

party imposing the restrictions. 

In effect, plaintiffs are deprived 

yf their full property rights with- 

yut full compensation. The or- 

dinance is an unconstitutional 
exercise of the zoning power. 

Defendant cites cases holding 

pecniote a zoning | ordinance does not 

t constitutional limita- 

Ss merely because ‘the restric- 

tive use is not the most profit- 

, the owner. On the 


it has been held that 





Mb 


zoning ordinance leaves 
roperty usel less to the owner, it 


ry and therefore un- 
The ordinance 
Vithin the latter 





Order accordingly. 





Testator’s Beneficiaries 
Can Sue Lawyer For 
Mistake In Will 


Calif. 








Sacramento, (ACCN) — 
he California Supreme Court 
has ruled that the beneficiaries 
of a will have a cause of action 
f st an attorney who drafted 
] for an error in the docu- 

ment causing a loss to the bene- 
Recovery, the state high court 
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tne 
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the i 
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Rule against 





ved $75, 5,000 Ss 
have received 
st had been 
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the law- 
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v. Hamm 
San 





| Notice To Members 
| Of The Bar 


Since orders must be signed |} 
by the Judge who heard the 
matter, you can assure prompt 


return of signed orders and 


| 


















save our clerks needless for- 
warding. Please 

(1) Mention in the order 
both ate of hearing and 
the Judge. 

(2) Sex your order, with 
stamped turn envelope at- 
tached, c ctly to that Judge 





the matter. 

ider P. Waugh, 

iment Judge 
Essex County 


who h 








Commercial Law League 


| 


Some "Windfall Coverages” In 
Property And Liability Insurance 





Young, Jr.* 
is said to be 


by William F. 

When property 
insured, what is usually meant 
is that someone having an in-| 
terest in it is insured against 
loss to the property. It does not 
mean that anyone who may suf- |‘ 
fer a loss from injury to the 
property is insured. Lawyers and | 
persons in the insurance busi-| 
ness know this, and presumably | 
many others know it. There are 
those, however, who suffer from 
failure of understanding about 
the matter. This tribe of un- 
fortunates is uncounted and un- 
countable, but it would be vastly 


To Revise Model Act On |increased if steps had not been 
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Collection Agencies 

President W m R. Eddleman 
of the Commercial Law League |} 
of America appointed a 
committee under the chairman- 
ship of William M. Silverman, 
Boston, t ynsider revision of 
the Model Uniform | 


we rrested 

nd Licensing Law for 
n now on file 
‘e of the League in 


cies,’ 





Chicago. 
The Model Act, 
form, provides for 


in its present 
the licensing 


and regulation of collection 
agencies by a Commissioner who 
to set reason- 


is given authority 
ante sta ds, conduct investi- 
gat hold hearings to 
oben aD the fitness of appli- 
cants and nsees to operate a 





ons, anda 


collection business. The Com- 
missioner’s orders, under the 
Model Act subject to a re- 
view, de before a court of 


sdiction in the 
» principal place 


competent uri 
county where 








of business is maintained. 

The Commissioner may re- 
quire such financial statements 
and referenc r all applicants 
as he deems reasonably neces- 
sary. As a further requirement, 
the Model Act directs that lic- 


ensees shall file and maintain in 
force a bond the amount of 
$5,000.00, in a form to be pre- 
scribed by the Commissioner and 
acceptable to him 

A primary feature of the Model 
Act of the League is the inclu- 
sion of a section of Ethical Prac- 
tices and Conduct which con- 
forms to the 1937 Statement of 
Principles with 





respect to collec- 








tion agencie adopted by the 
American Bar Association, the 
Commercial Law League of 
America, id collection agency | 
representatives 


Motion Day Changes 


The regular ytion days in 
the Superior and County Courts 
for the weeks of November 13th 
and Nov er 20th will be 





changed by rea of court re- 
cesses on the Fridays in each of 
those weeks, the being for 





eting and the 


giving. 


the State Bar 
second for Tha 

The motion d for the week 
of November 13th will be Thurs- 
day, Novem 16 ‘and that for 
the week of Nover will 
be Wednesd 








mber 20th 





Warren Ber Officers 
Elected 


n September 13, a regular 











meeting o he Warren County 
Bar Association was held in con- 
junction with an informal out- 
ing at Morven, the Governor’s 
Mansion 

The follo officers were 
elected for coming year: 
Presiden oe J. Kelly, Jr.; 
Vice-Pres., Clarence W. Beers; 
Secretary, Har old J. Curry; and 
| Treasurer, Harry. Runyon. 


taken to render their ignorance 
moran Fortunately, it is pos- 
le to extend the benefits of 


Opinions Approved For 











Publication 
September 19 to 25, 1961 
NOTE: Copies of the opinions listed 
below are sent to each county law 
library. Any member of the bar may 


secure a copy of the opinion in any 
particular case, without charge, by 
writing to the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court, State House Annex, Trenton. 
SUPREME COURT 
Mayfair Farms Holding Corp. v. 
Kruvant Enterprises Co. (A-6, 
decided September 25, 1961) 
Vacated Law Div. judgment, 
which had been affirmed by App. 
Div., 64 N.J. Super. 465, and re- 
manded matter to trial court. 
In this case counsel had private- 
ly prepared the pretrial order 
which the trial court signed 
without a conference in fact as 
required by R.R. 4:29-1. The ex- 
hibits themselves seem to be but 
the bare bones of the case and 
more must be added, especially 
on crucial issue of whether 
plaintiff and defendant’s as- 
signee agreed to substitute the 
nee’s obligation for defend- 
ant’s. Also, upon prompt appli- 
cation, the assignee may be 
joined as defendant. 
SUPERIOR COURT 
LAW DIVISION 
In re Bogish (Camden Co., + 
58, decided Sept. 21, 1961) 
Discharged writ of habeas cor- 
pus allowed petitioner, who 
has served two years of sentence 
for possessing heroin, R.S. 24:18- 
4, and who now claims convic- 
tion resulted from unreasonable 


asslg 


132- 


to 


search and seizure by officers’ 
forcibly obtaining contraband 
drug from him without search 


or arrest warrant. City detec- 
tive and two federal agents test- 
ified that when detective stopped 
petitioner at bus stop petitioner 
moved packet from his hand to- 
ward his mouth, whereupon de- 
tective grabbed his arm and the 
packet fell out. Petitioner did 
not take stand and first present- 
ed his version, that federal agent 
had seized the contraband forci- 
bly from his mouth, on the re- 
turn of this writ, following re- 
cent U. S. Sup. Ct. opinion of 
Mapp v. Ohio. U. S. Sup. Ct.’s 
rule has always been that where 
defendant has knowledge of un- 
awful seizure he must move for 
its suppression before trial. 
While R. R. 3:5-5 appears on its 
face to require such motion, trial 


facts here would not, in any 
case, justify finding of unrea- 
sonable search and_ seizure, 


where petitioner’s conduct ex- 
posed the evidence and supplied 
probable cause for his arrest. 
There is no need to decide 
whether Mapp decision is retro- 
active in nature. 


Plainfield et als v. Middlesex 


| A’s insurance to B, 





whether or 
not B knows that insurance of 
his interest would otherwise be 
wanting. Were this not so, it 
would need a massive counselling 
effort to prevent widespread 
disappointment of lay expecta- 
tions’’ with the sum of protec- 
tion afforded by property insur- 
ance contracts. Policy provisions 
in great profusion have been de- 
signed for insuring multiple in- 
terests in property and, more- 
over, for insuring interests that 
are undefined, and in unknown 
perscns at the time of contract- 
ing. 

These contractual provisions 
are supplemented by a body of 
law that has no distinctive name, 
though it has a distinctive and 
striking function: to provide that 
when an interest of A is insured, 
the the interest of B is perforce 
insured by the same contract. 
Such a rule may appear as a 
legislative or judicial mandate, 
overriding contract terms. In 
property insurance, however, it 
is more usually accomplished by 
indirection. The advantages of 
a policy are extended to persons 
other than the named insured 
by legal devices taking more or 
less subtle forms that accom- 
modate the contract to lay ex- 
pectation without tarnishing the 
ideal of freedom of contract. 

Contracts of liability insurance 





rave been far more drastically 
transformed, more overtly, over 
1 relativeiy short span of years 
by rules for the advantage of 
third partie These rules take 
their place alongside those re- 
lating to property insurance, 
mentioned above, in a develop- 
ment having special interest for 


lawyers, although the pressures 


for extending liability insurance 
to third parties are politically 
stronger and are focussed more 
clearly on a single social prob- 
lem—traffic accidents. Lay ig- 
norance about an “automobile 
policy” contributes to the need 


for sensible rules making its pro- 
tection available to persons other 
than the named insured, but of 


course legislators and judges are 
moved to create and shape such 
rules by far greater considera- 
tions of social need. Simply 
speaking, there is an increasing 
consensus that a traffic victim 
ought not to be without con 


pensation because the driver who 
caused his injury is financially 
irresponsible.* 

A history might be written of 


the accrual of insurance bene- 
fits to third parties, beginning 
with the concept of strict in- 


demnity under a contract “per- 
sonal” to the insured, and por- 
traying successive expansions of 
the rights of others under the 
contract, “broadening down from 
age to age.” One might project 
a millenium in which the ident- 


'ity of the insured plays no part 


Borough (Middlesex Co., L-2069- | 


60, decided Sept. 14, 1961) 
Full digest on page 1. 


1 the adjustment of claims. But 
this would be superficial history, 
false to fact, and the projection 
not alluring. Rather, there are 
certain conditions under which 
third-party claims in an insur- 
ance contract are appropriately 


recognized. They are respected 
sarefully in good underwriting 


a draftsman, 
ng his work, 


and if violated by 
or by a court reviewin 





(Continued on page 7, col. 1) 
iversity. 
Review, 


Law 205 
interest 


imbia Un 
Law 


Col 
Columbia 


-ssor of Law 
ed from 






Basic 














why the 
party 

i rracic 
the SO secu 
policies, see Hurt v¥. 
712 (Ww. D. Ky. 1959). 


reinforcing that interest 
, Innocent Victims 1959, 
as Re 154 (1959); Murphy & 
herton, Public Responsibility and the Un- 
nsured Motorist, 47 Geo. L.J. 700 (1959). 
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H ' of what he found to be evidenti- ° ‘ ee 
Review of U. S. Supreme Court Ss Work ary errors in the record before U. 5. District Court Decision 
ee t bversive Activities Control 
DECISIONS ON CIVIL RIGHTS|and resisted.” The only thing |‘2¢ Subversive Activities Control | | tNcTION — TAXATION | by the collector, Secs. 3670, 367: 


The article that follows is the ninth 
in a series briefly summarizing the 
opinions and work of the U.S. Supreme 
Court during its recent Term. 

Communism, gerrymandering, 
integration, censorship, and the 
constitutional rights of lawyers 
were some of the problems that 
took up a highly significant por- 
tion of the Court’s time and at- 
tention last Term. 

Communist Registration 

A 5-4 majority decided that re- 
quiring the Communist party to 
register as a Communist-front 
organization is not unconstitu- 
tional as a bill of attainder, as 
a restraint on freedom of speech 
and association, as an impair- 
ment of the right against self- 
incrimination, or as a denial of 
due process. Mr. Justice Frank- 
furter, speaking for himself and 
for Justices Clark, Harlan, Whit- 
taker, and Stewart, said that 
“rational interests high in the 
scale of national concern” just- 
ify the requirement that foreign- 
dominated organizations come 
“out into the open where the 
public can evaluate their activ- 
ities informedly against the re- 
vealed background of their char- 
acter, nature, and connections.” 
The majority found no justifica- 
tion for deciding various other 
constitutional questions — for 
instance, “advisory adjudication 
of self-incrimination questions” 
is uncalled for until a demand 
for information has been “made 
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decided was that the registration 
requirement of Section 7 of the 
Subversive Activities Control Act 
is not unconstitutional. 

The four dissenters filed sep- 
arate opinions. Mr. Justice Black 
led off with the observation that 
First Amendment freedoms must 
be applied “to the ideas we hate 
or sooner or later they will be 
denied to the ideas we cherish. 
The first banning of an associa- 
tion because it advocates hated 
ideas * * * marks a fateful mo- 
ment in the history of a free 
country.” He would have decid- 
ed here and now the various con- 
stitutional questions left by the 
majority for another day. 

Under the Act, a registered 
organization is required to label 
its mail to show that it is dissem- 
inated by a Communist organiz- 
ation; identify itself as such 
when it broadcasts, or sponsors 
broadcasts. Registered organiz- 
ations are denied income tax 
exemptions; members may not 
seek or hold public office or em- 
ployment in any defense facil- 
ity; members may neither apply 
for nor use a United States pass- 
port. Severe penalties are im- 
posed for doing, or omitting to 
do, any of these tnings and 
many others. The majority be- 
lieved that “to pass upon the 
validity of those provisions would 
be to make abstract assertions of 
possible future injury, indefinite 
in nature and degree, the occa- 
Sion for constitutional decision.” 
On the contrary, Mr. Justice 
Black believed that the Court 
was avoiding constitutional 
sues “by permitting the destruc- 
tion of a group seeking to raise 
the issue of the constitutionality 


is- 





of its destruction.” Furthermore, 


the Act “makes it extremely dif- 
ficult for a member of the Com- 
munist Party to live in this 
country and, at the same time, 
makes it a crime for him to try 
to get a passport to get out.” 
The restrictions imposed were, 


he believed, intolerable burdens, 
and the registration requirement 
should fare no better. He likened 
this Act to the unlamented Alien 
and Sedition Act of 1798, and 
thought that First Amendment 
rights should not be “balanced” 
out of existence, however immin- 
ent the threat to national wel- 
fare or detestable the doctrines 
preached. 

The Chief Justice thought that 
constitutional issues were de- 
cided prematurely: that the case 
could have. been disposed of by 
lremanding it for reconsideration 
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Board. However, he agreed with 
Mr. Justice Brennan that, “once 
having entered the area of con- 
situt ional adjudication,” the 
Fifth Amendment question had 
to be decided, and decided 
against the Act. In the words of 
Mr. Justice Brennan, “officials 
cannot be compelled to complete, 





sign and file the registration 
statement without abridging 
their privilege against self-in- 
crimination.” He went long 


Justice Douglas in the 
latter’s belief that the Act’s reg- 
ion require ment is not, of 
5 itutionally eyes 
Mr. Justice Douglas said: “If 
lobbyists can be re maaiees to 
register, if political parties can 
be required to make disclosure 
»9f the sources of their funds, if 
the owne of newspapers and 
periodicals must disclose their 
affiliates, so may a group oper- 
iting under the control of a 
power.” But Congress 
‘annot “have its cake and eat it 
) disclosure of an 
und its functions is 
cl ompulsory incrimin- 
i her. Merely 
tration 


with Mr. 





itself, cons 


rs 












state- 

1ate Party of- 
ct compe. ls their 
“a plai n vio- 





] Fifth Amendment.” 
(C aman Party v. Subversive 
Activities Control Board, 29 LW 


4623) 
Integrated Bar 
Wisconsin’s integrated Bar 
nd presumably those of 25 








constitutional, 
tered Court left open 
the question whether 
such a bar may with impunity 
spend for political purposes dues 

*ted from a member who dis- 


states) is 
but a 
for de 


splin 
-bate 











like: s the causes supported. 
Mr. Justice Brennan in his 
plurality opinion considered that 
slative ac tivity was after alla 


yf the Wisconsin 
activi- 
of 
and 


10r function 
ar; that the bulk of its 
ties “serve the function * * * 
ing the educational 
hical standards of the Bar 
me end of improving the qual- 
the legal service available 
to the people of the State.” This 
is. “a legitimate end of state 
policy,” and in no way offends 
the Consitution of the United 
States. The issue presented was, 
to the plurality, no different than 
that in Railway Employees Dept. 
v. Hanson, 351 U.S. 225, wherein 
the Court held that a union 
member’s protected right of as- 
sociation was not abridged pi 
the Railway Labor Act’s Sectior 

2 authorization of union peen 
agreements that conditioned em- 
ployment upon payment of union 
dues. 

The plurality opinion did 
decide the free speech issue pre- 
—_— by = objecting Wiscon- 

in lawyer, since he neither gave 
the Court “description of any 
apectiic heli he opposed,” 

nor specified in what measure his 
exacted dues were used by the 
Bar for purposes to which he had 
objected. 

Concurring in result 
reached by the Brennan opinion 
Mr. Justice Harlan, joined by Mr. 
| Justice Frankfurter, nevertheless 
| belie that the free speech 
| issue not be left in “such 
| disquieting constitutional uncer- 
’ Their view was that the 
constitutional rights 











nt 
ail 











the 


vec 


ought 





been impinged upon: 
his claims were “chimerical”: an 
|}enforced contr — ion to the dis- 


he opposed did 
to speak and 


i of views 





t limit his r ight 
eee : 
. Justice Whittaker, concur- 
g, sta ted only that no pro- 
| visi ion of the Constitution was 
violated by the state’s require- 
fuses ont that a lawyer pay an an- 
nual fee in plese to continue his 
|state-granted “special privilege’ 
lof practicing law. 

The Hanson case was treated 
by Mr. Justice Douglas as one 
that ought to be “closely con- 
fined.” If not, “we practically 
give carte blanche to any legis- 
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September 1956 


shares. 


iilc 


The US., in April 1956 assess- | 
ed taxes against Stanford Pav- 
enick. At that time he was the 
owner of 20 shares of stock of 
Aljen Mfg. Co. In August or 
he transferred 
these shares to his wife, alleged- 
ly in repayment of loans made 
by her to him in 1954, 1955 and 
early 1956, which were claimed 
to be due and payable in the 


re) 





Spring of 1956. 


instituted this action | 
to foreclose its tax lien on thes se | 
It now seeks 
injunction gee 
husband 4 
her\ 


The U.S. 


a pretinn 






nary 
fendants, 


from selling or ot vise dispos- | 


ing of the stock pending final de- 


The 





termination of this 
vife has entered a defense cl: 
exoneration from the 
under Sec. 3672 of the Code, as 
a purchaser for full and ade- 
quate considers asserts 
further she ion of 
disposing of the stock. 

Held: The transfer of the stock 
in repayment of moneys previ- 
ously loaned was an assignment 


ac 





ing 
ing 


+ir 
t10n. 


She 


has no 











for past due consideration and 
is therefore inadequate to raise 
the assignee to the status of 
“purchaser” within the statute. 


Therefore, on proof of demand 
for payment of the amounts 
sessed, the onion nt 

tn 


arises at of assessment 


as- 
lien 


he time 


| sufficient 





|I.R.C. 1919. However, the 


|dence presently before the cour: 


does not establish the making o: 
the demand, as alleged by th: 
Government Such _ evidene: 
may however be available and »b: 
presented at final hearing. 





Plaintiff contends that if th 
preliminary injunction ) 
granted it may be irreparab); 
damaged as defendant wife ma; 
in the meantime transfer th 
stock to a bona fide purchase: 
or mortgagee for an adequa: 
consideration, and the Fedeé 
lien may then become invali 
Issuance of a preliminary in- 
junction is a matter within th: 
sound discretion of the Cour: 
In exercising its discretion 
if the court is sat 
fied that there is a prob 
right and a probable danger, 
that the may be defe 
unless the injunction 
and considerable weight 


1S 


Me, 


% 





right 
is issued 


is give 





‘to the need of protection to t 





as contrasted with 

injury to defend 
App! ying these criteria, and 
the interest of maintaining 
status quo, an injunction 
issue pending final hearing 
decision on the merits. 


Wortendyke, 
1961, in U.S 
No. 537-61. 


Opinion by 
filed Sept. 20, 
Pavenick, Civil 

















lature to put at least professional 
pe into goose-s stepp rig- 
ades.” He also went along with 
Mr. Justice Black, who believed 
that constitutional issues were 
ripe for decision, and who again 
struck at the “balan ” doc- 


rine that to him means unwar- 









ranted abridgement of individual 
freedom in favor of state inter- 
ests, whatever they may be. 
Mr. Justice Bie ick also said 
that he frankly had no idea what 
had been decided by the Court 
in this case, and he doubted that 
bench, bar, or litig: ints uld 
have any clearer not rer 
there were two cases that ] 
be set over for reargument,” he 
said, they were this one and the 
railway labor union shop case 
decided the same day, Machin- 
ists v. Street, 367 U.S. 740, 29 LW 


4754, and reviewed at 30 LW 3037. 
In that case, Mr. Justice Brennan 
and three others were of the 
opinion that The Railway Labor 
Act does not permit a — 

use of exacted dues for the sup- 
port of political causes opposed 


the und r- 
would 
aplce 


the 
tnt 


but with 
relief 


a majority, 
standing t 
confined to the six er 
Mr. Justice Whittaker 
the remedy was impossible o r- 
formance; Justices Frankfurter 
and Harlan that the case ough: 
to be remanded for dismissal, and 
that the constitutional conten- 
tions had no meri t; Mr. Just 

Black tha Amen dr men { 
does not 

“one Sl 
objects to 
in suppor 
poses. 

To return to the in 
bar: Mr. Justice Black cor 
for the same reasons he advanced 
in Street, that there could | 
“few plainer, more direct abridg- 
ments of the First Amer nt 
than to compel persons to sup- 
port candidates, parties, ideolo- 
gies or causes that they are 
against.” (Lathrop v. Donohué 
29 LW 4778) 

Disbarment 

New York’s right to disbar 

lawyer for invoking a state p 


hat 
Nat 














permit € 
zle penny” fror 
the use of t 
t of any v 

















Tr of : . 7 ° . * ta 
by an employee. Mr. Justice ilege against self-incrimination 
Douglas joined this opinion “du- — 
bitante,” so that there might be (Continued on page 5, col. 1 
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Judicial Salaries Raised ~ pal 
In Fourteen States ee 
- —__—— i 
Chicago — Judicial salary in- i 
i creases passed by state legisla- ; 
’ tures during the 1960-61 sessions i 
i 


“represent one of the largest 
number of significant increases 
of compensation for our judiciary 
in the past 50 years,” according 
to Cecil E. Burney, president of 
the American Judicature Society. 

Fourteen States, as reported on 
the accompanying chart along 
with 5 other states noted in the 
following paragraphs, raised the | 
salaries of their higher courts 

z during the most recent session 
yf their legislatures. 

“This fine record of recogni- 
tion of the highly important 
work being done by the judges of 
our state courts has been long 
overdue,” said Mr. Burney. “As 

group, judges are underpaid. 
In 15 states, supreme court judg- 
es Still receive $15,000 or less 
while trial judges in 6 states are 
paid less than $11,000,” he said. 





The Kansas and Nevada in- 
reases noted on the chart are 


\ fi 
ter Leichter, First Vice-President of the Association. Back row: 


Andrew Stanfield and John Woodruff, Olympic champions; Stephen 
N. Maskaleris, a Trustee of the Junior Section of the State Bar; 


not effective until January, 1963. 

Iowa and Montana have con-| 
stitutional provisions against in- | 
‘reasing salaries during the 
judge’s term of office so that in- 





| On Tuesday, September 19, 1961, the Junior Bar Section of the 
State Bar Association entertained the newly admitted lawyers, their 


‘reases granted will not apply| families and guests at a luncheon. Judge Roger M. Yancey, Essex t ‘ 
to judges already on the bench.| County Court Judge, was the speaker. Pictured above are those | Patrick T. McGahn, Jr., Secretary of the Junior Section; Michael N. 
Iowa electorate will vote on a/|at the head table. Front row: Monsignor Theodore A. Opdenaker, | Kouvatas, Vice Chairman of the Section; Stephen J. Foley, Chair- 


| Franklin H. Berry, a Trustee of the State Bar Association; and Wal-! man of Section; and Judge Roger M. Yancey. 









































































onstitutional amendment re- 
movin this restriction next = ; eae ar 
= Prann ad . , ~*"| mum of $2,250. Five other states, Illinois,| Freeman And Greenstone 
The New York increase for ap-| Oklahoma had previously ap- | Michigan, California, Pennsyl-| tviteg To Tort Seminars 
pellate division judges was the| Proved increases for its judges, Vania and New Jersey pay ap- 
result of an increase in the local | effective when the judge begins agg age udges — $25,000. | Weed freeman and Bett 
upplement while all other in-|@ new term of office. High court |Only two states, linois and Greenstone, Newark attorneys, 
reases were enacted by state le- | Judges will receive $16,500 while | Michigan, have trial judges re-| have been invited to participate 
islatures. . trial judges will receive a max- | ceiving $25,000 or more. lin several tort seminars being 
In addition to the states on the |imum of $14,500. Most of these Regions ta janes ane Sn ta conducted September 30 through Plant Founded In 1888 
hart, Illinois approved an in-|imcreases will not be effective est paid with ene court October 7 by the National Assoc- - 
rease for its circuit and superior | ante sii — ye = —e and trial iation of Claimants’ Counsel of 
idges. Judges elected after June, Michigan State Supreme Court sone a ; ‘ America. As National editors of | COMPLETE TITLE SERVICE 
1963, will receive $20,000 ($29,000 | judges and Puerto Rico trial 1961 JUDICIAL SALARY the organization’s Law Journal, 
_Cook County). judges received increases during INCREASES they will discuss certain phases THROUGHOUT 
Vermont approved two in-/|the later part of the 1960 legis- of the proper handling of negli- 
eases. F. ten per cent increase | 1a The geo oi ar, Pesta gence cases and will lead a dis-| | New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
1 be effective immediately and | increase, largest enacted durin nue salary salary cussion of special problems in 
ult in $12,100 for the Chief | the past year ($7,000), will apply Arizon tort cases. sey onalen Maylene, 
stice and $11,500 for associates | to judges starting new terms be-| Suprem $15,000 $19,500, These seminars, to be held in| Connecticut, 
the supreme court as well as| Cause of a ional prohib- *Superior 12,500 17,500|Denver, Las Vegas, San Diego, | Rhode Island, 
the chief superior judg and 22 n — Idaho Oakland, Sun Valley and Minne- District of Columbia, 
$11,000 for associa uperior ing a s term of office. Supre 12,000 13,500/ apolis, will be led by representa- Louisi d Florid 
irt judges. Effe July 1,| idges remain the} *pj 10.500 12.000! tive attorneys from all over the uisiana an oriaa 
5 W nignest pal n IS IFOM | you, country who have had extensive 
$150 for}$39,000 for judge to ; phe 14.500 16.000 experience in this field. CHELSEA TITLE and 
maxi- | $29,000 for tris me sae ; SeSei Se fees 
a Di 12,500 14,000 Gu TY CO 
es re ee TETAS ATT wee, | 3tans Announcement 3 ARAN MPANY 
vee i Rises. Main Office: 
Chief J 15.000 17.500 Poss ee yer soci Boardwalk National Bank 
ey = ate Witt ne tirm or Magne! "4 Buildi 
: As 14,000 16,500 Abraham, 840 North Wood Ave., = ig 
Distr 10,500 12.000 Linden Atlantic City, N. J. 
AN IMPORTANT ASSET a ‘iene = ) 
- Fal 1 je AVDOIL — Supre 18,500 22,500 
Cts. of Ap] ] 17,000 21,000 
, *Circuit Ct 12,000 16,000 
to 15,000 to 19,090 
For vears (7 exact) we have been Monte : | 
path, Sup 11,500 12,700)! 
building {n important asset? *District Ct 9500 10,700 
Yes —and it e for vou too. Nevada 
Supre 18,000 20,000 
It’s likely that among the more than 800,000 *Distri 15,000 17,500 
titles in our p t we have -back title on the New Ha 
Supre 
very one vou 4a bout to exami! Chi 15,500 16,500 
cies As 15,000 16,000 al rs ii 
We invite Pe Periodic Will Revision 
Chi 15,500 16,500 
Asso 15,000 16,000 ; hase . 
New Y The advice the National State Bank gives 
Appe 31,500 32,500 customers most frequently is this: See your 
a. + * ~ 38,000 to 39,000 : 
attorney! 
, D / ly baad a ; = P . ° 
LARGEST get epee When changes in tax laws, family affairs, or 
16,00 19,000 “ “x< 
FITLE PLANT 12,000 14,500 business conditions occur, our trust officers 
IN THE STATE suggest that the customer consult his lawyer 
. : 16,000 19,000 ; : 
13.000 16.500 for legal advice. Our experience proves that 
* periodic will revision by the attorney helps 
v ’ % . v a i 
New JERSEY REALTY TITLE ‘5000 19000 | __-@ Person do more for his family. 
me | s 14,000 18,000 r 
] “i 4 *Circuit Ct 14,06 5,500 
INSURANCE COMPANY cireuit Cis. 14,000 15800 . 
South Dakotz Department of Estates and Trusts 
NEWARK Supreme Ct 11,000 14,00C 
*Circuit Ct 9,000 12,000 0 § 
TRENTON + HACKENSACK a THE NATIONAL STATE BANK 
NEW BRUNSWICK + FREEHOLD Supreme Ct 12,000 13,200 810 BROAD STREET, NEWARK 1, N. J. 
*District Ct 10,000 11,000 7 2 
*Trial Courts of General Juris- Offices Throughout Essex County 
diction. ‘ 
‘ } 
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WILLIAMS, LINCH & MARTIN, ESQS. 
(INCORPORATED?) 


An article in the August 31, 1961, 
took note of a growing trend towards the enactment of state laws 
permitting professional men, including attorneys, to form associa- 
tions or corporations. Ten states extend this privilege to all 
professions; three limit it to physicians or physicians and dentists. 

The prime factor behind this movement is the desire of pro- 
fessional groups to take advantage of certain fe deral corporate 
income tax provisions available to corporations but not to self- 
employed professional persons. The most important are the 
provisions for the creation of qualified pension, profit-sharing 
and stock bonus plans under which the corporate employer may 
make contributions to the plan, which are current income tax 
deductions, and the employee may defer inclusion of the employer 
contribution until it is ultimately distributed to him or his family, 
26 U.S.C. Secs. 401 to 404. 

For a number of years, unincorporated professional groups 
have sought the same advantages. In 1948, a group of doctors 
organized an association which established a pension plan pur- 
porting to qualify under the Internal Revenue Code then in effect. 

he Court of Appeals held that, even though the association was 
not a corporation under state law, it was to be treated as a cor- 
poration for federal tax purposes, United States v. Kintner, 216 
F. 2d 418 (9th Cir. 1954). The Internal Revenue Service greeted 
that decision with less than complete enthusiasm and adopted 
various regulations having an inhibiting effect upon Kintner-type 
plans by professional people. In 1957, however, a Revenue Ruling 
specified that the fact that an association establishes a plan under 





Section 40l(a) is not determinative of whether such organization 
will be classified as a partnership or an association taxable as a 


corporation. A proposed regulation specified that in determining 
if a professional group has more of the characteristics of a corpor- 
ation than of a partnership, the following factors would be con- 
sidered: (i) continuation of the organization notwithstanding 
be ath or change of membership, (ii) centralized management, (iii) 
limited liability and (iv) transferability of member interests. 

It is difficult for attorneys to meet the crit forth in 
in the proposed regulations, and ore a large 
1easure of uncertainty involved in any attempt. Consequently, 
the Keogh-Simpson Bill (and its variants) was introduced in Con- 
gress to grant self-employed professionals tax benefits comparable 
to those enjoyed by corporate executives. It was provided that 
a self-employed person could deduct from his taxable income in 
each year up to 10% of his income up to a maximum of $2,500.00 if 
advantage were taken of specified retirement plans. The Treasury 
Depart resisted bill on the pragmatic ground that the 

nn ould lose too much revenue, and the bill has failed 
of neceracpay 

For the most po asa 
ed the widespread trend t 
fessional groups to form 
can qualify for treatr 
nue Code. 

The state 
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has occurr- 


non 


result of this failure, there 

nact state legislation permitt 
saielatinin or corporations 
as corporations under the Inter 





ro- 
so that they 
1 Rev- 





yeant 
aiC ile 


laws on the subject take various forms. Some pro- 






















vide for the formation of associations. some for the formation of 
corporations. Texas has a very simple statute which provides 
merely that an association is not a partnership if (i) the word 
“association” or “associates” is part of its name, (ii) it files a 
certificate that it is not to be governed by the Te niform 
Partnership Act an it is engaged in an activity in which 
corpors nnot eng Connecticut requires that 
a profe al association ‘e three of the four attributes set 
forth in the proposed regulation referred to above, any one of 
hich might create difficulties for attorneys. 

Florida, on the other hand. has a detailed Professional Cor- 

porat ion eh applicable not only to doctors an als 


ists, veterinarians, 





torneys at law. us Of its provisions attem, nsure 
no person not license dt to perform the professional service involved 
may become a shar eholder of the corporation. 
It seem likely that this type of legislation will create many 
legal questions. gon example is the question of professional 


responsibility of members of the associations or corporations for 
their own acts and for the acts of other members. Connecticut's 
law provides for limited liability so that the individual members 
of the association shall not be individually or severally liable for 


issue of the Law Journal} 


Hold New Jersey Will Not Recognize Common Law Judicial Administration 
Marriage Of Jersey Domiciliaries In Another State 


The Courts of New Jersey, as|state does not always look to the 


a matter of public policy, will 
not recognize a common law 
marriage entered into in a state 
where such marriages are allow- 
ed by persons domiciled in New 
| Jersey who leave this state, en- 
| ter into such marriage, and then 
|return. This was the holding of 
| the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
| Third Circuit in Metropolitan v. 
;Chase, No. 13542. Opinion by 
Maris, C.J., filed Sept. 19, 1961. 
| The case before the court in- 
| volved a dispute as to who was 
jentitled to the benefits of a life 
insurance policy on the life of 
|; Lawson Chase and turned on the 
lissue of whether Rhoda Chase 
|was his “widow”. Lawson and 
| Rhoda went through a ceremon- 
ial marriage in the District of 
Columbia in 1941 and thereafter 
lived together and held them- 
selves out as man and wife until 
Lawson’s death in 1957. During 
this entire period they were resi- 
dents and domiciliaries of New 
Jersey although twice a year or 
oftener they visited friends in 
the District for a week or longer, 
enhabitine and holding them- 
selves out as husband and wife 
on each of these 
At the time of the 1941 mar- 
riage, there was a valid subsist- 
ing marriage between Lawson 
and one Georgia Chase. This 
marriage was dissolved by a di- 
vorce in 1948. Rhoda knew no- 
thing of the existence of Law- 
son’s prior marriage nor of the 
subsequent divorce and no new 
ceremonial marriage was entered 
into between them after 1948. 
The law of the District of Col- 
umbia is that when a ceremonial 
marriage is invalid by reason of 
a prior undissolved marriage, the 
subsequent removal of the im- 
pediment while the parties con- 
tinue to live together as husband 
and wife will give rise to a valid 
common law marriage. The law 





visits. 





of New Jersey, however, is that 
the subsequent removal of such 
an impediment does not have 
that result and the marriage re- 
mains invalid unless and until 
a subsequent ceremonial mar- 


riage takes place 

The Court of Appeals held that 
a choice of law problem is thus 
presented which must be resolv- 
ed accordance with the con- 
flict of laws rules; that it is a 
general conflict of laws rule that 
a marriage valid where contract- 
ed is recognized as valid every- 
where; but that where the par- 
ties, while retaining their domi- 


in 
iil 








cile in one state, pay a temporary 





1| visit to another state and there 
| enter into a marriage which 





law of the place of marriage to 
determine its validity, and when 
the state of domicile has a strong 
public policy against such type 
of marriage, which policy is evi- 
denced by a statute declaring 
such marriages to be void, it will 
ordinarily look to its own law to 
determine the validity of the al- 
leged marriage. 

Applying these rules, and bas- 
ed on the decisions of the New 
Jersey courts in Wilkens v. Zeli- 
chowski, 26 N.J. 370; Tegenborg 
v. Tegenborg, 26 N. J. Super. 467; 
Danes v. Smith, 30 N.J. Super. 
292, and the dicta in Winn v. 
Wiggins, 47 N.J. Super. 215, the 
Court of Appeals held that the 
New Jersey courts would in a sit- 
uation such as here p-esented 
apply the law of the domicile of 
the parties at the time their 
alleged common law marriage 
took place, i.e, New Jersey, to 
determine the validity of the 
marriage, and would hold it in- 
valid. Accordingly, the Court of 
Appeals held, the U.S. District 
Court for New Jersey, which had 
heard the cause originally, was 
correct in so doing, and in hold- 
ing Rhoda was not Lawson’s 
“widow” 


First Better aitiiaiie 
Bureau Opens In 
Israel 








Tel Aviv, Israel (ACCN) — Or- 
ganization of the Better Busi- 
ness Bureau of Tel Aviv has re- 
cently been completed, and the 
Bureau is cooperating with those 
interests who would like 
up similar bureaus in Jerusalem 
and Rehoveth. 

Membership in the Tel Aviv 
Bureau is recruited from 35 
classification groups of business 
and the professions, including 
several 
tions operating in Israel. 


The new BBB. received en- 
couragement from Whitelaw 
Reid, former U.S. ambassador 


and former publisher of the New 
York Herald-Tribune. 
has been active as a member of 
the Board of the Better Business 


Of Criminal Law 
Criticized 


Says Courts Unduly Favor 
Criminal’s Rights At Expense 
Of Public’s Rights 


“Too many judicial proceed- 
ings are turning into quests for 
error. Trials and hearing become 
games in which the criminal us- 
ually wins and the public loses”, 
says Virgil W. Peterson, lawyer 
former F.B.I. Agent, and operat- 
ing director of the Chicago Crime 
Commission, in the Sept. 23 isste 
of the Saturday Evening Post 

Writing for a new feature call- 
ed “Speaking Out”, Mr. Peters 
gives several examples of cases 
in which he contends the defen- 








dant was given undue and un- 
warranted advantages, including 
the recent U.S. Supreme Court 
decision in the Mapp v. Ohio 
case, and charges that “thou- 
sands of guilty persons over the 
country are turned loose every 


year because some courts do not 
approve of the manner in whi h 
the evidence was obtained”, that 
“further aiding the peor is 
the lack of concern over the 
ethical standards of those who 
habitually represent criminals” 
and that “there has developed in 
America a legal concept whi 
approves, even encourages, al- 
most any tactic which will 
free a person accused of crim 


Mr. Peterson also charges that 





the defense can with impunity 
use almost any trick to prejudice 
{the judge or jury against the 
state’s case, while any statement 


| delay 


large American corpora- 


| forces working for him. 


Mr. Reid | 


|has rights 


Bureau of Metropolitan New 
York. | 
Others who have assisted at| 


the birth of the Tel Aviv Bureau 
have been Daniel Prywes, prom- 
inent Israeli industrialist who 
attended a seminar at the Har- 
vard Graduate School of Busi- 
ness, and Saul Weingarten, a 
businessman of Greater Milaral. 

The Tel Aviv BBB. s the fir 


St 





|would not be recognized by the organization of its kind to be set 
law of the state of their domicile up outside the Western Hemi- 
if entered into therein, the latter | sphere. 

its debts; provided th: at the members shall in no way limit their | 
individual or several liability for any acts of reckless or wanton 
misconduct negligence, malpractice, professional conduct or tort. 


Ohio’s st 


to the relationship between a person furnis 





tute specifies that it does not modify a 


hing professional ser- 








vice and a person receiving such service. Florida’s act has the 
same provision and goes on to state that any officer or shareholder 
of corporation shall remain personally liable for any wrongful 
conduct committed by him while Ate ipapacaghe a professional service 
and that the corporation shall be liable up to the f alue of its 
property. 

Some corporat ons or associations organized under these acts 


very well fail in their 
corporation under 
taxpayers successfully 
hat even though they 
should be 
. It is now open to 
fessional organization may 


may 


were 





he 





years att 
rofession: 
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be effect 
tions! 
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be case in the er 
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Similarly, 
treatment of retirement 
as it 
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laws, 
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treated as corpora 
the Director to argue that even though a 
be 
ibutes are such that it should not 


' pri mary 
the Internal Revenue Code. 
argued prior to the 


orneys have devel 

relationships between themselves and 
ese relationships are to be changed, 
ctly to accomplish 
pear not be changed inadve 
of the various professional associ- 
which, 
undue concern 
if the legal profession is entit 
plan payments 
undoubtedly is, that end should be effected directly by appro- 


+} ons 


Lil 


of being taxed as a 

Some professional 
enactment of these 
rporations under state law 
under the Internal Revenue 


purpose 








th 


not co 


a corporation under state law, 


ot be treated as one under 


oped sound standards of 
the clients they 
the changes should 
a specie ed purpose. The rela- 
rtently or casually, as may 
insofar as attorneys con- 
for a tax adve ntage. 

tled to the same tax 
corporate employees, 


are 


as 


priate amendment of the Internal Revenue Code. It should not be 
accomplished by piling legal fiction upon legal fiction, which can 
only result in unexpected and perhaps undesirable side effects. 


ny law applicable | 


| pase 


by the prosecutor or a state's 


Witness which might be consid- 


to set | ered prejudicial results in a mis- 


trial or reversal, and further, the 
relative ease with which defen- 
dants obtain adjournments 
changes of venue and otherw 
trial operates to the 
advantage of the public. 








Concluding, Mr. Peterson says: 
“The criminal does have all 
Our way 
of life demands the zealous pro- 
tection of individual rights, but 
rights should not become licenses 
to commit crimes with impunity 








“The law-abiding citizen 
including the right 
to be pr otected from the pillage 











|and plunder of the lawless and 


the right to live without fear i 





the safety of himself and his 
family. These rights of the law- 
abiding citizen—through a maze 
of technicalities, loopholes and 
indulgences to the criminal—are 
being violated every hour of the 


day” 


T.V. Justice Comes To 


Dearborn Motorists 
DEARBORN, MICH. (ACCN — 
— olators this Detroit- 

rea community were some 
isedr t being 

10t toa court acidiae but t 

lrive-in booth set up off a Dear- 
bo thoroughfare. 
equipped 
rcuit televi 


v10 ail 








ently 


rm 
The booth was 
two-way closed ci 
Before the motor 

















s’ presum: 
surprised eyes, e face 
Dearborn t dge appe 
on the screen, inquiring as to the 
articulars of the charge. From 
the booth, the images of the ac- 
cused motorist and the traffl 
Officer having him in tow ap- 


peared on a TV screen in the 






judge’s court downtown. 

In this manner, numerous 
traffic offenses were handled 
speedily and without untoward 
incident during the two-week 


experimental period. If a motor- 
ist was convicted, he paid 
fine to an attendant 
booth. In any event 
the trial ended, he coul 
without delay. 








The experiment had the ap 


proval of the American Bar AS- 
sociation. It may point the way 
to handling minor traffic viola- 
tions in numerous metropolita! 
communities before long. 
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Review of Supreme Court's Work refusals were forthcoming at en-| “courts ought not to enter this| | had construed its statute as “au- 
n suing hearings before a Califor- | political thicket.” Here he found! thorizing discriminatory classi- 


(Continued from page 2) teenth Amendment. Nor did Mr.|nia bar committee, although | controlling facts totally different,| fication based exclusively on 
Justice Black think that the! Konigsberg reiterated his dis-| and only by the way political. | color’—clearly, to him, a viola- 
history of Bagush practices was | belief in violent overthrow of the} Tuskegee, Alabama, by rede-|tion of the Fourteenth Amend- 
relevant the Founders of| government, and produced even| fining its metes and bounds, had} ment. Justices Frankfurter and 
this country, aa said, were “sing-| more unrebutted evidence as to | effectively denied voting rights|Harlan, however, saw no such 
ularly unimpressed’ with those} his good moral character. He was | to all but a few of the city’s} ready means to resolve “this con- 
practices, and saw to it that they | again denied ad |Negroes. “When a _ legislature | flict” in statutory meaning, and 
would not be continued. He Mr. Justice 1 | thus singles out a readily isolated | would have remanded for further 
hoped, too, that the Court would | the maj y held the State’s| segment of a racial minority for| enlightenment by the Delaware 
make no further inroads on tes asserted to exclude an ap-| special treatment, it violates the|court. (Burton v. Wilmington 
few rema g constituti ion plicant wh refuses to provide | Fifteenth Amendment. * * * The} Parking Authority, 29 LW 4317) 
safeguar ‘ds of a lawyer’s ‘nae i nswers to questions | inescapable human effect of this NAACP Registration 

Yendence,” but saw no maga al relevance to! essay in geometry and geography The Court unanimously struck 





} provoked another division a1 
i the Justices. The majority 
Me. Justice Harlan, ruled 
1e State could disbar a 
r refusing to answer questions 
produce records -ernins 
a- his negligence practi 
c ing asked to do so 
ju dicial ir nquiry int 
tices” connected Ww 

































































x pinion ns,” and he was/is to despoil colored citizens, and |} | down two Louisiana “disclosure” 
opens “an from the 5 n that pi ced to refuse answers. only colored citizens, of their | statutes, one of which was en- 
acetton at this = waa sega ifn ive overri ling ef- rest in requiring theretofore enjoyed voting | acted in 1924 to cope with the 
yn any parpos fates ic > lawyer's duty of ‘co- itweighs the _con- rights.” | Ku Klux Klan and not enforced 
ie else pe ge es ee )} ren to the de ‘struction the individual, No dissents were registered, but | against anyone else until it was 
E pass’ ge vr ‘y a ~| of constitutional s afeguards.’ anno such instances Mr. Justice Douglas noted his ad- | used against the NAACP. That 
sn asia “ae ag nt pane” Mr. Justi ice Brennan, joined by ‘laim the protection of the First herence to the dissents in Cole- | statute required each organiza- 
ny in the com Fala ree ae ee Chief Jus tice, W _ accord Amendmeé nt. Rules compelling grove and in South v. Peters, 339 | tion to file annually a list of the 
a The ‘eeirckions ea eee the New York lawyer the protec- disclosurt f past and present| U.S. 276; Mr. Justice Whittaker | names and addresses of all mem- 
: ieee ‘Saas pa bya a li gill Fifth Am en idment, | associations are cot! nsitution 1ally | would have rested the decision on bers and officers, if the organiza- 
S eneeniee rae arte ; eeneen’ . zarded as having been permissible is an incident of the Equal Protection Clause of tion | was “fraternal, patriotic, 
SR gage i SS la -d by the Fourteenth and|the informed exercise of a valid|the Fourteenth Amendment.|charitable, benevolent, literary, 
cannot Pt nla allo, He) therefore “secured ag st im-| governmental stion.” (Gomillion v. Lightfoot, 29 LW|scientific, athletic, military, or 
u- | cann ot claim a to D€| pairment by the states.” So did Continuing his consistent criti- | 4024) social.” The other statute barred 
ie apie for refusing t ver! Mr. Justice Douglas, who, in a/| ci balancing” test, Mr. | School Integration any “nontrading” association 
ee eating & ees eparate opinion concurred in by dissented in an| A series of Louisiana laws de- | from doing business in Louisiana 
; a oe eats Cine sudstan-| Mr. Justice Black, opined “that ned by the Chief] signed to block school integra-| if it was affiliated with any “for- 
j Ha’ state interest’ involved 18Sithe states are obligated by the und Mr. Justice Douglas.| tion got short shrift from a|eign or out of state” association, 


of exercising 





Due Pr ocess Clause of the Four- ve enforced the| unanimous Court. One brief per | 2"y of whose officers or directors, 

























































































vers whict nolich r 3 ‘ $ 
: petbceg gi . sate anc cei te ent , h Amendme nt pee cioni the 1 iment a 0} curiam opinion (“interposition is - mont erie = Pthagron csr 
i us aecuuanh dear tamkers of full reach of bad privilege to a id not. balance it | not a constitutional doctrine”) ommunist-tront, : _ 
bar.” : “s pel aan WHO 0 inv oKes it. More- | : | ute ver uereee the | and seven per curiam orders were (Continued on page 6, col. 1) 
The wuindis debenied waek . a fr om se Gore - . Ss —— to | filed. (U.S. v. Louisiana, 29 LW 
h Twining v. New Jersey. 211 US é mene ens, 1e t thought that the | a its oor ge _ sass | 4061; Orleans Parish School 
l- 78, for the proposi tion that the ion imposed upon the law-| ms or y jen ul er Board v. Bush (3 cases), 29 LW 
et Fourteenth Amendment gave the Se ci i He pal fag ong ncsongeng yep Am 
Sew Wolk attarnes no rast to , than a criminal penalty; the sity Sess! oi aes? = neener LW 3334; Denny v. Bush, Legis- 
; invoke the federal Nemeta bea e should carry the bur- of le bu Mr Justice Brennan lature of Louisiana v. US., and 
e gainst self-incrimination ir aon ee oe ee eee ¥. a ania pegs visto e would have | Tugwell v. Bush, 29 LW 3381) 
proceeding. eernevawrse Sth Al Pruriey, 29-1,W0 4a0e) {reversed on the ground that the Discrimination 
Mr. Justis lack rewarded _ Admission To Practice | bar had, and completely failed to} 4 wilmington restaurant that 
le Pees at. eworrelauea apn ems concern-| meet, the obligation to establish | refyseq service to a Negro, onl 
it nan = ae almost magical) ing admission to practice in Illin-|a prima facie case. (Konigsberg|pecause he was a Negro, os 
hy on ainst self-incri 7 rly oe “i ois and Calif yeni were argued | V. State Ba r, 29 vying: " by having itself declared a vio- 
i- along with the Chief Justice and the same Gay, decided the same ae ons AS‘ = ene eile lator of the Fourteenth Amend- MORTGAGE LOANS 
a Mr. Justice Douglas, believed that | 42% 294 divided the Court the Picea oe et — ment. The restaurant leased 
group—lawyers—was | — : a oo 4 eter ae a seer ei ——. F H A 
zZ ected for disabilities with re- The California case was a se- . ee anette oe es ep Bi 1- | owned parking building, to the 
ct to a basic privilege guaran- quel to the Cour Us earlier decis- yer a be ne Agee — a as ae €X-| mutual benefit of lessor and les- ONVENTIONAL 
teed to individuals by the Four-|i0m in Konigsberg v. State Bar,/C'u@ec trom admission because | see, and this fact was enough to C 
: “7 | 353 U.S. 252, but the end results he refused to answer questions, | yitiate any restaurant argument 
j we re antipodal. The Court re- Dut because the hearing commit- based upon its private status. OR y A 
HARRY A. TAYLOR manded in the earlier case be-|tee disapproved of his “consti-| Mr. Justice Clark spoke for the 
? ause the State's refusal to admit | tutionally protected views on the| majority: “It is irony amounting |} to finance purchases of 
: and Associates Spepctieait was without eviden- | right to resist tyrannical s0vern-|to grave injustice that in one New or Existing Homes 
Z REAL ESTATE APPRAISERS tiary support and was offensive AER, But the Court rejected | part of a single building, erected 
t AND CONSULTANTS to the Due Process Clause of the this, Pans. “Se 1al that some and maintained with public|]| Terms tailored to reflect the 
$ Wiese dt Nasties Tenstin of | Fourteenth Amendment. The ae pagina — 's had observed | funds by an agency of the state |] streneth of the individual 
7 : |State’s refusal of admission had| that in their opinions such views | to serve a public purpose, all per- 6 
Real Estate Appraisers |been largely based upon the ap- | demonstrated the applicant’s lack| sons have equal rights, while in|| @PPlicant’s credit and the 
; 23 South Harrison Street plicant’s refusal to answer ques- | 0 qualifi ‘ation for the practice | another portion, also serving the || physical condition of the 
. East Orange, N.J. ORange 3-8100 | “!0Ms concerning his membership | Of oie wa aaa zi public, a Negro is a second-class property being purchased. 
E in the Communist Party. Further M Jus ee Black’s_ dissent citizen, offensive because of his | z 
. made much if he argument. The | race.” | We operate under the 
- i apap ee oe wt to| The decision overturned a|| “approved attorney” system. 
: Specialists tinea aboli n = = oh ai ee Supreme Court holding | 
a ee ee eS nae eee that under Del Code 1501, the| 
: LAW PRINTERS APPENDICES AND mdse the a restaurant was just that, and not | JERSEY MORTGAGE COMPANY 
e BRIEFS ON APPEAL wrote that document. certainly |22,/22-,Therefore, it was not re-|{ 430 WESTFIELD AVENUE 
as peer nee a eae quired to serve any and all per- ELIZABETH, N. J. 








2 s ’ “was not disclaiming a belief in| sons Mr. Jus ti St t ie 
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ARTHUR W ° CR 9 ° the right of revolution.” The dis- | cyrring, said that the state court | 
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organizations,” and required each 
state “nontrading” 
file annually an affidavit that no 


association to 





school teachers’ constitutional 


right to freedom of association by 


requiring that they list all or- 


ganizations to which they had/| 


belonged or made contributions 


Whittaker. They had no doubt | 


| that some of the information re- | 
|quired would have little or no 

value in establishing a teacher’s | 
| breach of peace statute he had 


qualifications, but failed to see 
how the authorities could, in ad- 
vance, state ‘‘the terms of their 


Aurora, Illinois, had sued the city 
and some of its officials under 42 
U.S.C. 1983 and 1985, charging 
that under color of an Illinois 


arrested while conducting 
ing, and incarcer- 


been 
a public meet 
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Woodrow Wilson, as President 
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officer of the out of state affiliate during the past five years. Em-| inquiry so that it will yield only|ated for four hours, in depriv- — nae we seek is the reig { 
was a member of such organiza-| njoyment in the state’s public| relevant information.” A differ-| ation of his constitutional rights. *2¥ based upon the consent of 
school system was conditioned| ent kind of case would be pre-/|In a per curiam order, the Court the governed and sustained y 
Mr. Justice Douglas delivered | upon the filing of the affidavit, sented, in these dissenters’ view,|affirmed the Seventh Circuit’s ‘he organized opinion of man- 
the opinion, which upheld a tem- | and in Arkansas teachers have! if the statute were abused by un-|judgment in favor of the city, kind. 
porary injunction. There can be/ no tenure. warranted publicity concerning | but vacated the judgment in ene 
no constitutional justification for| The question was not, said Mr.| “required assoc iational disclos- | favor of the city officials. ‘Egan _ Dag Hammarskjold, Secretary 
S| Justice Stewart for the majority,| ures or otherwise.” (Shelton v.| v. City of Aurora, 29 LW 3262) General, United Nations, in 1955 
no matter how sophisti-| whether Arkansas could inquire | Tucker, 29 LW 4055) Censorship said—“One of the most import- 
in}into the organizational back-| A different sort of school case} Although they admitted that 2Mt political problems on which 
ground of its teachers; the ques-| was briefly disposed of, at least|Chicago’s movie censorship or- | Progress is needed is the workin: 
| tion was how far it could go. The | temporarily, by remand in a per|dinance “imposes a previous re- 2Ul of the specific app:icati 
statute under attack required a| curiam order. The United States/straint,” five Justices decided ?d consequences of the new rul 
second statute would require the | teacher to list “every conceivable | District Court for the Eastern|that the protection of the First Of law which outlaws aggressiv: 
impossible of Louisiana membe rs| kind of associational tie,’ many | District of Pennsylvania had/and Fourteenth Amendments force.” 
| of which “could have no possible | ruled, 177 F.Supp. 598, 29 LW/does not include “complete and pies pts 
;| bearing upon the teacher’s oc-/|2128, that the First Amendment | absolute freedom to exhibit, at Christian A. Herter, as Under 
not consonant cupational competence or fit-|was violated by a Pennsylvania | least once, any and every kind Secretary of State, on July 
ness.” The majority had no doubt |statute compelling daily Bible-|of motion picture.” Prior re- | 1957, said—‘‘And now that the 
to a fact that that states may inquire into|reading and mass recitation of|straints, just because they are! Mmonuclear weapons domin: 
be expected to know * * * or al-| pedagogic qualifications, but Ar-|the Lord’s Prayer in the public} prior restraints, are not uncon- the scene, war has also becom 
kansas’ statute was too broad,|schools. The Court asked for|stitutional. Mr. Justice Clark,| so annihilating, even for 
wholly lawful activity.” too sweeping, too indiscriminate | “such further proceedings as may writing for the majority, speci- victor, that it is unthinkable t 
Mr. Justice Harlan and Mr.jan attempt to accomplish an end! be appropriate” in the light of| fically stated that the Court was it should be used except a 
Justice Stewart concurred, with-|that “can be more narrowly/an amendment making attend- | not radial ad the standards Chi- | defensive weapon. 
out opinion; Mr. Justice Frank- | achieved.” jance voluntary. (School Dist. of | cago authorities might use to de- “The rule of law must there- tha 
furter and Mr. Justice Clark con- Mr. Justice Frankfurter, dis-| Abington Township, Pa. v.}clare a film obscene: the film in| fore in great measure supplant cno 
curred, but hoped that oral testi-| senting, thought that the statute|Schempp, 29 LW 3122) this case was “Don Juan,” and it the rule of war as the final arbi- ant 
mony would be adduced at thej was within the range of permis- | Federal Civil Right Act had not been submitted to the ter of international intercours: t 
permanent injunction proceed-|sible state action unlimited by} Mr. Justice Frankfurter was|Chicago authorities or to the! if this intercourse is to conti pal 
ing, and deplored the lower|the Fourteenth Amendment.|the lone dissenter to a decision | courts. at all.” 2 
court’s grant of the temporary} Without knowing all of the/that accorded the protection of} The Court reiterated that + * + edie 
injunction on the basis of affid-| teacher's organizational involve-|R.S. 1979, 42 U.S.C. 1983, to a|there can be no claim of sears. Chaudri Nazir Aham Khan B 
avits alone. (Louisiana v. NAA-| ments, he did not see how a state| Negro family who complained|}lute privilege against prior re- Pie sag Pin Pete es P kist: : 
CP, 29 LW 4458) could properly evaluate profes- | that Chicago police officers, early | straint under the First Amend- |; a tee Pete ggie' Pd Shei 
Freedom of Association sional fitness—at any rate, the|in the morning and without a| ment. Therefore, they would not ye } Psi = Febr — 10 10 
In the case last mentioned, the] teacher’s right to freedom of as-| warrant. broke into their home: |} limit Chicago's selection of ‘ eg egppe ak a aa the { 
Court cited its “latest applica-| sociation is “overborne by coun-|searched it: arrested the husband remedy to deal with obscenity : oe ‘ sag ae tesa sm ; yp wooed oa : 
tion” of the disclosure principle | tervailing public interest.” On a] on “open charges”; and held hit nless it s area ra Rule ™ aden i like an en I 
; ; é crv & Pp ne n “open charges”; and held him} unless it should appear that the faith. When we talk of the ru: 
—a case wherein the Court] similar basis, Mr. Justice Harlan} jncommunicado and without ar-| standards employed fall short f law we are talking of an 1 ed 
divided 5-4 in declaring that|dissented and was joined by|raionment while they questioned] and standards were not. in Pic a — = = e _ vonaaee a 
Arkansas abridged its public| Justices Frankfurter, Clark, and|]him for 10 hours. All this was va nt teeta NOTE NOt, in this}lamic concept and an Islami , 
f ‘ ark, ¢ i or 1ours. All this was|case, at issue. way of life. 
= —— said to be done “under color of”| Mr. Justice Douglas, joined by| ~ + +* * - 
Illinois law, although thé State] the Chief Justice and } stice | : : ; nal 
had no statute, custom, or usage | Black, ieclred, os pomoionts PRicigeeiges maarnhower. as Pres- fai 
THIS IS THE Sahn eS aes a ae eS ee any Censorsnip | ident of the United States, on % 
authorizing any of it. The de-|at all, anywhere, any time. They : han Mav 1. 1958. s — 
SPIRIT OF fending police officers argued] thought that the proper remedy ie may, VER. et ee ig 
. : t %>!_“The world no longer ha 
oat a state remedy was avail-|or deterrent, was prosecution | .;,; sah 5 . 4 
ie eS ea ane ce + ; choice between force and 1 cs 
able for the full redress of the|after the fact, when presump- if civilization is to survive ul 
J family’s enbomngia tion of innocence would be on|? Loner a ams sai 
The majority, through Mr.| the side of the person whose ma- | ee se en er ee I 
| Justice ancien said that R.S.| terial was censored. “As long as| : ie 1r0) 
11979 was intended not only to|the First Amendment survives,|. J04"_ Foster Dulles, as Secre- whi 
] N V Ee Ss T l G AT i oO N | provide a remedy where state law the censor, no matter how re- oery of eae. — May 1. od - S 
was inadequate, but to provide|spectable his cause, cannot have | S#id—‘In international affair the 
a federal remedy even though|the support of government.” IS MAPOSSINE (0 SUSE & jus ara 
“Look beneath the surface; let not the several lthe state remedy, adequate in| The Chief Justice delivered q| 24 Jasting peace unless that tab 
: ; : ' i. theory, was unavailable in prac-| separate dissent, approved by ae based upon law and liat 
quality of a thing nor its worth escape thee. te. Justices Black, Douglas. and | er: sur 
— MARCUS AURELIUS | The meaning of “under color Brennan, to the effect that the | an N 
| of” state law was decided shoe Chicago censorship ordinance John George Diefenbaker. 
oe : ” cord with previous cases. In U.S.| imposed an unconstitutional pri-| Prime Minister of Canada, 
Great effort is frequently expended by attor- v. Classic, 313 U.S. 299, the Court] or restraint. Censorship in’ all July, 1958, said—“For lawyers, at Yet 
nev and principal before arriving at the real ruled that “misuse of power, pos- its forms was also scored in this| any rate, it is obvious that the tha 
: ; : | sessed by virtue of state law and|opinion: “The censor performs) international community, e A 
property contract. This effort deserves much |made possible only because the}free from all the procedural;any other community, requires wis 
_— Bates eo ee ee wrongdoer is clothed with the|safeguards afforded litigants in| the stabilizing and beneficial in- rel 
more than a mere “surface” title examination. authority Of state law, in-attiotkla camel af tam” Gee aes te cae @t tae 1 ke ee 2 
We consider each application a challenge to taken ‘under color of’ state law.”| tice cited numerous instances of | orderly expansion.” 
assist the attorney to attain his objective- - This _view _ Was Pray mig in| censorship, as practiced by Chi- _ ae ; 
aaa ta b : } | Screws v. US., 325 US. 91, and | cago officials and others. For | warrants issued on the conclu- 
Chek ye the closing uf his title, | Williams V US. 341 US. 97. The | example, “Chicago licensors have sory word of a police officer, anc 
4.4 - | majority expressed its belief in| banned newsreel films of Chicago! were unsubstantiated by 1 
jthe correctness of those decis-| policemen shooting at labor pic-| the merest of judicial scrutinies 
ions, and adhered to them. kets and have ordered the dele- Mr. Justice Black and Mr. Jus- 
| The City of Chicago, sued along|tion of a scene depicting the ties ‘Seinn in a separate con- 
| with the police officers, claimed | birth of a buffalo in Walt Dis- | oyrring “opinion thought that 
to be immune from liability as a} ney’s Vanishing Prairie’—and the fourth nd Fourteé 
a, under R.S. 1979. All the “this is the regimen to which henendeumnte were violated 
| Justices, including Mr. Justice;}the Court holds that all films the failure to issue warrants 
Frankfurter, agreed. | must be submitted.” (Times Film specificially describing the things ‘ 
Ina separate concurring opin- | Corp. v. Chicago, 20 LW 4120). to be opined. (Mewes v. Search — 
ion, Mr. Justice Harlan and Mr.| A wholesale news distributor Warrants. 29 LW 4747) 
—. Stewart discussed the/in Kansas City was vindicated spinaiiathiy 
nder color of” law requirement, jin his attempt to quash search | 
but reached no conclusion dif-| warrants under which police of- | —We Cooperate With Attorneys— 
ferent than that of the majority. | ficers seized thousands of maga- SARASOHN & CO. 
Mr. Justice Frankfurter, dissent-/| zines they deemed obscene. The FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE 
ing, thought that the federal|state judge who ordered the POLICYHOLDER 
remedy provided in R.S. 1979 was|search and seizure had before 24 COMMERCE STREET, 
not intended to usurp or displace} him only the complaint of a pol- Newark 2, N. J. s 
state remedies: that in this case|ice officer that the distributor MArket 2-4990 1 
the state remedy was available| kept “obscene publications” for 
and adequate—“police intrusion | sale at his place of business. Mr. 
in violation of state law is not a/ Justice Brennan, speaking for Fire Adjustin 
wrong remediable under R.S./the Court, ruled that this pro- SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 
1979.” (Monroe v. Pape, 29 LW/cedure violated due process, IRVING M. MINION = 
THE 4157) P which demands assurance that ALAN us. eangenee. Aanaeaet aa 
A Seventh Circuit decision was} n sce1 aterial civer ssocia jus 
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Windfall Coverage | alty loss, as when he undertakes | to the other by the terms of their} applicable New Hampshire law 
|to insure for the benefit of the} contract or by force of law, andj to “rescind” the sale. The in- 
(Continued from page 1) altruistic, or other. When he| | buyer.” Or th may procure a/|hasuevertheless procured insur-|surer was evidently apprised of 
or by @ lenislature undoing it does, ne will probably find an| single con tract “insuring the in- ance against the loss, it is a ser-| the buyer’s interest when it is- 
; Re sevions hazards jes me arias available policy to suit his pur-|terests of both.’ These two dis-| ious problem to fix the measure sued the policy, although its 
: the insarer and disappoint- pose. A familiar illustration is| tinct arrangements parallel rules} of the insurer’s liability. To the} premiums were presumably not 
: ee ee a “i 4 the bailee’s policy, by which the} that have been developed for the| end of minimizing the moral/adjusted for the contingent 
f ments may befall the insured, pailor’s interests are insured.| relief of buyers who would other-| hazard, recovery might well be| character of his risk. Also, it 
nich ought to be obviated. That being an established and| wise suffer unexpected and un-| denied altogether if an insured| knowingly accepted whatever 
} In what idataiiiaiiasen es is it prevalent instance of third-party| compensated loss. One  such|seller can compel payment of! moral hazard his power to res- 
ats proper for a third-party 41m- insurance, it is not surprising| rule, proposed by the Commis- the full contract price, or if an|cind entailed. It is not surpris- 
ant to be Binge gyagy ed for his that whatever conditions are|sioners on Uniform State laws,°|insured buyer can escape the| ing, therefore, that the court 
ss by virtue of that used to circumscribe the proper! and adopted in essence ina neu banoreseae and recover what he has! granted recovery in excess of 
y es not identify him ex tly use of such policies are rather|ber of states,’ exonerates the| paid. Usually, however, the| “strict indemnity.” These con- 
5 a person insured? By way of well sg by this one.‘ buyer -asualty risk, as long|courts have reached solutions | siderations would not operate in 
é. a tentative answer, the situation Althougt some preliminary|as his contract is executory and| more favorable to the insured— | favor of a seller who procured his 
h be described that validates Psi on s have been offer-| he has not gone into possession.|even in the absence of valued| policy before contracting for the 
aa his claim, in the sense that ob- ed, the conditions under which| Case law. and the English stat-| policy laws.” In Lampesis v.! sale. Yet in his case, as well as 
‘tionable consequences do not third-party claims are appropri-| ute, tend to make the buyer an| Travelers Ins. Co.” a buyer in/in that of the insured buyer, a 
ile follow from allowing When ately recognized must be under-| “additional insured’ under the possession under an executory|suit on the policy is likely to 
the following propositions are stood and refined by reference] seller’s p although it ap-|sale contract was allowed a re-| become embroiled in intricate 
true, it is believed that such a to specific claims. This article pears that no American legisla-| covery on his policy commensu- collateral issues, if the terms and 
tuation exists: will review three such claims:| tion confers on him an interest| rate with that of a record owner, | the enforceability of the sale 
er 1. The claim is one easily iden- the claim that a buyer of realty|in the seller’s contract of insur- notwithstanding his power under | contract are regarded as relevant 
15 tified by the relation between has on the benefits of the seller’s| ance or its proceeds. 5 ary | to the measure of recovery. Such 
r- the claimant and the named insurance on the realty for loss! How well does the buyer’s claim | ma o""358° Minn ““34y, Go"'N.w 2a 690 |@N imbroglio is also a prospect 
isured, or between their inter-| to the realty occurring while| satisfy ynditions that have | : 1 pol law in} if, as a result of the contract, 
ts in the subject of ; the contract for sale is execu-| been advanced as justifying that |i the buyer has a direct claim on 
. (For example, a claim m tory; the claim that a mortgagor | status? Much may be said in his} Su the ae ‘having | Ue se-ter’s policy.” 
oy a bailor, the bailee being in- has on the benefits of mort-/ favor. Manifestly, there is a re-| aid the ues been | The problem of judicial tech- 
sured.) The relation is one in gagee’s insurance;*° and the bod-| lation between the insured (sell- | Tauriello nique is to know how far these 
vyhich it may be supposed either ily injury coverage of an auto-|er) and claimant (buyer), | ia and other difficulties should be 
7 that the named insured acane mobile liability policy as extend-| readily definable, in which in- -| anticipated in random cases. In 
10se to contract for the im-| ed to one using the car with the} demnity former will not -; Alabama, where the rights of the 
, it’s benefit, or that the permission of the named insured.| be impaired by recognizing the | buyer in the seller’s contract had 
is accountable for pre In the discussion of these claims} latter's cl If the seller holds |; 7; » Ot been established, the courts 
1id for his advantag it will also be considered whether] in trust for the buyer whatever er- certly faced two aspects of 
2. Allowing the claim a given third-party claim de-| his insurer pays in excess of the “| the situation. In Milwaukee Me- 
iduly increase , serves legislative attention, or! contract price, he will not enjoy | 6°17" je“esp via ae a 
ral or other, that the insurer’ may be satisfactorily disposed of }a windfall. This being under- 17. 101 N.H. (Continued on page 8, col 1) 
s explicitly wader written In| by the courts. stood, the principal moral hazard i wane 
making this determi oN I. Executory Land Sales thrust on the insurer is the char- | 
om be cons idered wl ether OF among unwitting risk-bearers acter of the buyer. Assuming | 
there is a mode of pr ‘eventing one of the best-known is the buy- that he possession, that ° 
vindfall siete te it the third er of improved land, during the| May be ¢ unted; at least the If your client owns 
ed a ee insured period in which his purchase) Courts in states have not} 
gainst the same casualty contract remains executory.® His| Stumbled over it i 
3 To allow the third-party ees yh = ene ek = Yet the position of the — securities eee 
im wi not unduly i ir th sii SEP ian aan aa RI * alls short rey: aspects 
respect of indemnity for. the | eviated by both legislative’ and) (hos Soatt Oo Se veognitien as. a 
med insured, and will no al me not relied on i knowledgeable third-party claimant to insur- . it may be to his advantage to have a Fidelity Union 
srics Ur tam hee ot aioe | haere. Wt, Sod thas codiaaee| ano covenants. Cie Mamieiiaee ” Wernick fetes da abdicate 
urer in the process of adjust- | ,, nerkrcaet re te liques are saobaiaks in the ati between buyer e will hold his securities in safekeeping, make col- 
8 nls Cialms. . for their needs. By the terms of and sel. er after the loss. A direct lections for him, advise him of subscription rights, and 
4. If there is not separate in- the purchase contract the seller,| @ctlon by the b poeta the policy carry out any special instructions he may have. 
irance for the interest f the presumably insured, may be a anctioned SO far, If you like, we will gladly send you or your client a 
1imant, then there is a way Of made to bear the risk of a casu- yperation of the ‘i ae - 5 nae Roe % 
‘eventing the named ? doubtful that it pamphlet explaining this service in detail. Simply 
m making an _ I | *t action by the telephone MArket 2-5800. 
: hether to impose J is not permitted and if In fact, we cordially invite you to call any time you 
surer or to deny the sé yperation cannot think we can be of assistance. We will be pleased 
claimant. If be Rania ted, he is in a to put the trust services of the state’s largest bank 
rate insurance, there position to deprive the buyer of Lite: REN 
blished method for any benefits under the policy, at your disposal. 
2 liability as between the tw conceivably to his own advant- 
lrers.* age. On the other hand, it is 
Not all the specifi hard to regard buyer as an FIDELIT Y | NIO N 
r his formidable list object of the er’s benevolence. 
Satisfied in many Every ca Which the court, ’ F 
convenience ine thile awarc share of insur- TRUST COMPANY 
at _B’s interest be : te I the buyer also THE BANK THAT’S STRONG FOR YOU! 
policy issued to A, & charges the buyer with a share 
wish to have it so. becau ay eee of the premiums paid by the Newark, Belleville, East Orange, Irvington 
- relationship to B, ed sures seer m cei 4 er, Assum- Member Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
p : : - : Trans ing t wh there is such an 
: alge apse ‘ oi gt award there reasonable al- 
- ; oe : ay —_ location of the cost of insurance, 
2 responsibility t aI — property is dam- — 
: Sista ch eae ; lly re eights but ae 2 es 
; ee S ring r- | gener B Ba a seller premiums are not 
+. — wi ME ng jane aa 1s payment for a loss, 29th COURSE OF INSTRUCTION 
: wave spiel pag ca pose ek because non aterializes, is 
xh Bae ae - coum $ not never reimbursed ° 
oe eae fae 3 When a buyer ocasuelas Federal Income, Estate and Gift Taxes 
— Saiciiaioes  auureit ot 3 the power to shift a casualty loss . 
g the cla a Ts — 
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Page Eight 





Windfall Coverage 





(Continued from page 7) 


chanics Ins. Co. v. Maples,” the 
Court of Appeals allowed the 
seller, Maples, to recover $4,000, 
although after the loss the pur- 
chaser had paid the seller the 
agreed price for the property, 
less $1,000, allowed in considera- 
tion for an assignment to the 
seller of whatever rights the pur- 
chaser might have in the seller’s 
policies. This assignment, cur- 
iously, was relied on by the in- 
surer as an interference with its 
right of subrogation.’ The court 
rejected this argument, as well 
as the contention that recovery 
by Maples would “allow” her to 
make a profit on the fire.’ What 
she recovered from the insured, 
together with what she had al- 
ready received from the pur- 
chaser, however, exceeded the 
price she had agreed to accept 
for the property by $3,00vU. 

In a case decided subsequent 
to Maples, the Supreme Court of 
Alabama insisted that the seller 
should not have a windfall re- 
covery, without mentioning the 
Maples case.~ But the issue con- 
fronting the court in this case 
was diferent from that in the 
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n v. Security 
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FM t and there- 
the i It was 
that the ‘ ver on the 
policy in excess of his loss, and 
that the authority was tled to share 
in the dj pted 
view t co Scalia the 
buyer, vit of the 
property F for his 
claim e proce e *rs insur 
ance rary ¢ on was made, how- | 
ever, in Brownell yard of Edue., 239 
N.Y. 369, 146 N.E. 630 (1925), a leading 
“ase on the “‘personal’’ nature of the seller's | 
wurance contract | 
19. 37 Al App. 74, 66 So. 2d 159 (1952). 
The ise is stated he in simplitied 
form, as i st were under- 
written by a single iSUI 
20. One would think it ght better have | 
relied on the parti il re eae ge the purchas- 
er's obligati« to pay | 
21. 37 Ala. App. 74, 84, 66 So. 2d 159, | 
167 (1953) 
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| Maples case. 





Here the seller 
claimed reimbursement from the 
buyer although the insurer had 
paid the seller an amount equal 
to the unpaid purchase price. 
The court went abroad for au- 
thority that the buyer’s debt 
was discharged by the insurer’s 
payment. Yet it relied also on 
its discretionary power over 
claims of subrogation. In conse- 
quence the case does not defin- 
itely establish that the buyer 
would have been entitled to 
credit for the insurance proceeds 
in the hands of the seller, in an 
action by or against him, and it 
leaves the authority of Maples a 


parlous one indeed 
In Pennsylvania, by contrast, 
the course of recent decisions 


has had a different point of de- 
parture. It was established rath- 
er early that insurance proceeds 
in the hands of the seller stood 
in trust for the buyer. From 
this it seemed a logical progres- 
sion to require, in an action in 
equity, that the seller’s insurers 
make payments to the persons 
entitled under the policies, and 
to charge these persons as trus- 
tees for the plaintiff buyer.* In 
a later case, Vogel v. Northern 
Assur. Co., the Court of Appeals 
for the Third Circui: followed 
these precedents in permitting a 
buyer to recover on his own pol- 
icy and, through assignment, on 
that of the seller, in a total 
amount that exceeded the loss.” 

Most recently, however, in In- 
surance Co. v. Alberstadt,” the 
Pennsylvania court seems to have 
reversed its field on the issue of 
indemnity. The case concerned 


a tax sale, the former owner—“‘in | 


a sense, a vendor,” — and the} 
two insurance companies with | 
whom the purchaser and the | .. 


owner had policies. 
owner had a statutory right of 


redemption that had expired be-| ° 


fore the action was begun, but | « 
not until after the loss. The} 


court concluded, however, 


the former owner’s 


the court boggled: “it is obvious 


that he cannot recover in an|»» 


amount greater than the loss}; 
which he sustained.’ Finally, it 
prorated the liability between 


the insurers in proportion to the 
amounts of the two policies.> 


On analysis, this extraordinary 


holding would yield a host of 
inferences. Three more or less 
plausible ones will be enough) 


for illustration. 


The holding and | 


Al sr ama BF ar 
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opinion in Alberstadt might lead | 
one to suppose: (1) that the | 
Pennsylvania court considered | 
the result in the Third Circuit 
overgenerous to the buyer — al-} 
though the court cited the Vogel |, 
case with approval; (2) that the} 
claim of a buyer on the seller’s 
insurance proceeds has no foot- 
ing except as a corollary of the} 
principles of strict indemnity as/| 


| A new record of 19 billion dol- 
lars in taxes was collected by 
the 50 state governments during 
;the last fiscal year ended June 
130, 1961, according to Commerce 
| Clearing House, national report- 
authority on tax and busi- 


ne 
ling 


oi : iness law. 

applied to the seller” (3) that | pea — 
the former owner’s right of re-| This amounted to a record 
average state tax burden of 


demption was an interest eligible 


$106.03 on every man, woman ar 


: | Act is to the contrary. 
| the purchaser of property under | 





















































The former |» 


that | t exact 
lack Of a] wise 
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be adduced.* 
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4 particular jurisdiction depends 
rg on the order in which | 
the issues arise for appellate 
consideration. It  understates 
the case to say, as the Illinois 
court said last year, that “neither 


courts nor commentators are 
agreed upon proper solutions for 
the many variations on the ven- 
dor-vendee-insurer theme.’ The 
doubt and disagreement existing 
about these relationships cannot 
be overlooked. This should not 
be charged naively to judicial in- 
eptitude. Rather, it may be sup- 
posed that “proper solutions’ 
cannot be found easily for the 
issues involved, which are so di- 
verse yet so interrelated, in the 
fashion of courts, case by case.” 

Existing American teaiaations | 
as has been observed, has made 
no inroads on the principle that 
the seller’s insurance contract is 
personal to him.* The legislative 
judgment reflected in the Uni- 
form Vendor and Purchaser Risk 
In keying 
the act 
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1S in- 

The 

i e mea- 
besa of indemnity should be, for 
buyer or seller. This must re- 
main a problem whenever they 
; are not regarded as both insured 
by the policy of either, and a 


subrogation is denied.” 
act, does, presumably, fore- 
stall certain alternatives pursued 
by courts that have turned a sell- 
ers insurance to the advantage 
of the buyer. Thus if the buyer 
aken possession, the act does 
shift his uninsured 
loss, while court-made doctrine 
has at least the potentiality of 
So it is with the loss 
an uninsured op- 
is not to say, how- 
ever, that such losses meet the 
terms that validate third-party 
claims in property insurance. 
The Uniform Act 
ground from under a _ buyer’s 
claim to share in his seller’s in- | 
surance proceeds, consciously al- 
locating to him only those risks | 
against which he may reasonably | 
be expected to take his own pre-| 
cautions. It relieves the risk of | 
the buyer not yet in possession. 
If such a buyer is insured on his 
own account, he is in the posi- 
tion of the insured plaintiff in 
Lampesis v. Travelers Ins. Co., 
and a similar problem of in- 
demnity arises. On the other 
hand, he is not insured in any 
sense by the seller’s policy as| 
well, and the problem of allocate | 
ing liability as between the two | 


claim of 


nas t 





suffered by 
tionee.” This 


cuts the 





beneficial interest did not im-|:: insurers will not occur. There-| 
pair the liability of her insurer, | | fore the act cannot lead to aber- | 
and that the entire proceeds] |rations like Alberstadt. As to | 
were beneficially vested in the ele insurance claims, 
|purchaser. But the purchaser | '« tu. | this legislative measure is con- 
asserted a claim on his own pol-} w; The} servative by comparison with | 
icy that, together with his re-|: Sone | most judicial attacks directed | 
covery is ihe former owner, areel ee wy telat the same problem. There are | 
ceeded his loss. t this prospec uncertainties and there may be | 


| undesirable chances for gain in| 
adjusting losses dealt with by the} 


|}provisions of the act. For all 
that, it profits by comparison 
with the judicial methods for| 


alleviating the case of the unin-| 
sured buyer. If it is compared | 
to the Alabama rules for exam- | 
ple, the questions it leaves open 
‘the measure of indemnity in| 
cases of separate insurances) | 
less troublesome than the| 
uncertainties of a relatively un- | 


State Taxes Zoom to $19 Billion — New Record 
Per Capita Average Of $106 Set 


age was up over $4 from the pre. 
vious year. This year’s burden 
ranged from New Jersey’s low o; 
$63.23 to Hawaii’s high of $205.92 
per person. 
The annual 
Review’s per 
shows the 


CCH State Tax 
Capita tax map 

that among the states 
the largest per capita tax in- 
crease, from $76 to $99, was reg 
istered in Kentucky where a nex 
sales and us e increased tota! 
per 





tax 
31.9 






collections 
Other substantial increases were 
shared by Alaska (16.5 per cent 
Colorado (14.2 per cent) and Vir- 
ginia (18 per cent) 

Only three states, 
Wyoming and Ohio, 
their total tax collec 
the year. 

California led the nation 
collecting two and a quarter bil- 
lion dollars during the year 
Close behind were New York 
with slightly above the $2 bil 
mark for the first time, and 
Pennsylvania, with $1.16 billion 

The increase in state tax col- 
lections amounted to 5.4 per cs 
over 1960, compared with th 
year’s increase of 13.8 per cen 
over 1959 figures. 

The CCH report explained that 
all figures refer only to state- 
level collections. Wide variations 
among the states may in large 
part be attributed to the fact 
that some states, such as New 
Jersey, collect and expend more 
taxes at local levels. 





Oregon 
decreased 
tions during 








Announcements 


The firm of Bennett, Wingate 
and Pascoe has been dissolved. 
Hon. William A. Pascoe by rea- 
son of his appointment to the 
judiciary, will not engage in the 
practice of law. Harold W. Be 
nett will continue in private 
practice with offices at 709 Mar- 
ket St., Camden. Leon A. W 
gate, Jr. will continue in priva 
practice with offices at 709 tae 
ket St., Camden. 


Mordecai Sarbone and John F 
| Jennings have formed a partner- 
ship under the name of Sarbone 
& Jennings, for the general 
practice of law, at 190 Lyons 
Avenue, Newark. 
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developed case-law. The rules 
in Pennsylvania are more fully | 
worked out, as has been seen, 
in favor of a buyer’s claim on a 
seller’s insurance. But the cases | 
that have advanced our learning} 
this have not, any more] 
than the Uniform Act, minimized 
the moral hazards in the situa- 
tion. In any event, the proper 
third-party claims have | 
clarified by judicial ex- 
ts in favor of the unin- 
ired buyer. 


not been 





(To be concluded) 
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Federal Tax Notes 





By Harold Kamens 


Rev. Rul. 61-88: DEFINITION 
OF GROSS ESTATE: For Federal 
estate tax purposes, the right of 
a decedent’s estate to receive 
property on the death without 
issue Of a married woman aged 
who has never had children, 
though not susceptible of valua- 
tion under actuarial rules, should 
included in the gross estate 
t an evaluation made in accord- 
ce with the general rules for 
e valuation of property set 
forth in section 20. 2031-1 of the 
Estate Tax Regulations. 


CHANGE IN METHOD OF AC- 
COUNZING: The Internal Rev- 


44 
44 
+ 


be 


ue Service announced on May 
9, 1961, the availability of a new 
form for those taxpayers who 


wish to file application for per- 
mission to change their method 

accountitng for Federal 
‘ome tax purposes. The form was 
designed to insure submission of 
he information necessary for 
oper consideration of such ap- 
cations and it should be pre- 
pared and signed in accordance 
with the instructions on the 


in- 









re- 
rerse Side of the form. The In- 
ernal Revenue Service said its 


use will enable more expeditious 
processing of these applications. 
The new form is Form 3115, Ap- 
ication for Change in Account- 
Method, and it may be ob- 
ned from local offices of Dis- 











: 


COMPLETE ATTORNEY: COOPERAT! 
BRUME ERG. JUDLOWE 


al 











SOMEONE 
LOCATED? 


TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA 
513 MADISON AV., N.Y. 22, N.Y. 





LEGAL FOR 


Annum 


Dividends Compounded 


Up To $10,000. 
Savings received by 
15th of month earn 
from the Ist. 
Save by mail. 
We pay postage both ways. 





SAVINGS and 


LOAN ASSOCIATION 
120 So. Orange Ave. 
Newark 3,-N. J. 





;}ment of animal diseases. 
|}amounts were actually incurred 
‘and paid by 
porations over the years and had | basis. However 


| sale to the cit 


trict Directors of Internal Rev- 
enue. Regulations require that 
applications for permission to 
change the taxpayer’s method of 
accounting be filed with the | 
Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue, Washington 25, D. C., with- 
in 90 days after the beginning 


of the taxable year for which the | 


change is desired. 
EXAMINATION OF INVEN- 


TORIES: Increased attention to! 


the examination of inventories 


has been ordered as of May 5,| Porations 
Caplin, eration O 
Commissioner of U. S. Internal | the case ol 
Revenue. The Commissioner said | they 


1961, by Mortimer M. 


his orders underscore the Presi- | 
dent’s tax message to the Con- 
gress in which he directed In- 


ternal Revenue Service to tke SSE 
corrective action to assure proper | payer for sé 
reporting of inventories by tax | | the ordin 
personnel | | and, accor 


payers. Examining 
have been instructed to place in- | 


creased emphasis on examination | 


tax returns involving 
and to give particular at- 
to inventory reserves, 

methods, omission of 
inventory items, and allocations 
of costs, he said. Commissioner 
Caplin stated that this is not a 
new auditing procedure, but 
rather a reemphasis of an exist- 
ing procedure to prevent ma- 
nipulation of inventories and as- 
sure equitable treatment to all 
taxpayers. 

DEPRECIATION OR AMORTI- 
ZATION: Taxpayer, a corpora- 
tion, contends it is entitled in 
1951 to additional deductions for 
depreciation or amortization of 
intangible research and develop- 
ment costs incurred by it from 
year to year during the period 
of 1933 through 1942 in connec- 
tion with its patents and pro- 
cesses pertaining to the treat- 
These 


of 
tories 
tention 

valuation 


interrelated cor- 


been declared by these corpora- 


tions as part of their operating/ were main 


expenses. 

Held: These costs cannot now 
be considered as “contributed” 
to taxpayer as an investment, 
since none of the costs were ever 
placed on taxpayer’s books, and 
the contemporaneous records 
negative any intention on the 
part of the payor corporations to | 


inven-| 


| cation, nego 
praisal of plans drawn by the 





treat these costs as a vehicle for | 
investment in taxpayer. Fromm |} 


Laboratories, Inc., TCM 1960-202. 
CAPITAL GAIN: Taxpayer re- 
moved top soil from his farm for 
y of Tulsa for the 
construction of a bridge ap- 
proach on the boundary of the 
farm 
Held: Taxpayer did not hold 
dirt for sale to customers in the 
ordinary course of his business 
and taxpayer is permitted the 
capital gain treatment for the 
gain realized on the sale. Vance 
Estate, TCM - 1960-167. 
CAPITAL LOSS: Taxpayer, 
had been employed as a 
manager, decided to resign his 
employment and enter the real 
e bus He purchased a 
rn an ; four acres in the winter 
1948-1949, converted the barn 
house, and in 1950 sold 
sonal residence and moved 
converted barn. Later 
year he sold the prop- 


who 
sales 






ness. 
of 


his per 
into the 
that same 
erty at a !OSS. 

Held: In the absence of evi- 
dence that he held himself out 
to others as a realtor or builder 
or that he had engaged in any 
other transactions in the nature 
of a real estate business, 
capital loss deduction is allowed. 
Watts, TCM 1960-182. 





BURPO company 


hoteital /rints Fem 


192 MARKET STREET, NEWARK,N.J. 





Ker 


2-176 


WE ARE EQUIPPED TO REMDER YOU QUICK, EFFICIENT 
SERVICE Of ALL YOUR PHOTOSTAT REQUIREMENTS 





only a|payers. er! 


| faith in all 
| their tax returns 
| lowing the close 
|taxable year. 


ORDINARY INCOME: Tax- 


| payer, who was primarily in the 


wholesale ice cream business, was 


|actively engaged in the develop- 


sale of luncheonette 
sites with associates. His activi- 
ties with respect to such sites 
| included the investigation of lo- 
tiation of leases, ap- 


ment and 


fixture company for each store, 


|and negotiation of the sale of 
|the stock upon incorporation of | 
|the United States Court of Ap- 
peals for the Ninth Circuit in | 
| John J. Harvey vs Commissioner, | | 


The associates sold 
seven of eight cor- 
re commencing op- 
the luncheonette. In | 


each store 
the stock of 









f the one luncheonette | 

operated, their operation 

| prior to sale of the stock was for | 
a period of only one month. 


Held: The stock in the eight 
ns was held by tax- 
ile to customers in| 
ry course of business | 








| tal asset in his hands. Katz, TCM | 


| 1960-200. 


CAPITAL 
newspaper, pa 


FEES: Taxpayer, a 
id fees to television 





consultants in connection with |: 
its application for a television 
license. Taxpayer subsequently | ; 
obtained professional services}: 
elsewhere and filed two amended 
applications. Taxpayer sought a 
deduction for the fees paid to| Widow 
the origi consulting firm as/| 165. 
silane: and necessary business 
expenses iming that the orig- 
inal application was abandoned. 
Held: The ere was no abandon- 
ment; the fees paid are capital | 


in nature and not 


ordinary and 


expenses. World Publishing Co., | 
35 TC No. 2 | 
CASH TO ACCRUAL BASIS | 


CHANGE: In 
was engaged in 


rural electrifica- 


tion engineering and in the latter | 


part of the year commenced the] _ Kevin Doug! 
production of films for map|} !°,ths « = 
printing. The partnership filed | | ee a 


1953 on a cash} 
in order to satisfy |‘ 
separate 


its return for 


its creditors 





basis. In 19 
amended ret 
accrual basis 

Held: The 
rejected ar 
to the cash 


oi 
urn 


uxpayer is limited 
sis in 1953. Since 








gly, was not a capi- | ne 


fe 
w 


deductible as | 
necessary business | 


1953 a partnership | tn the Matter 
NEV 


records | '* 
1ed on an accrual |. 
taxpayer filed an| 
for 1953 on the | 


amended return is | 


the use of the cash method in| 
1953 did not distort the income 


of the partnership, the prior con- 





sent of the Commissioner was 
required order to make the 
change. ayers argument 
that the film business gave rise 
to inventories which, under the 
Regulations, required the use of 
the accrual method, was rejected. 
Inventory ¥ minor factor in 


1953. Drazen, 34 TC No. 109 
CONTEMPLATION OF DEATH: 

Decedent and her son were equal 

partners partnership that 








operated farm implement 
agency and an _ automobile 
agency. Simultaneously with the 
execution of her will and less 
than three ye prior to her 
death, deced transferred her 
partnersh erest to her son. 
Her ] ed for distribu- 
tions equal in value to her part- 
nership interest to her other 
three child: en 

Held: The transfers of the 


ts were made 
yn of death. The 
tuted one phase 


partnersl 





transfers < 


of an integrated plan for the 
equal disposition of her estate 
among her four children. Good- 








13 





man, TMC 1960-1 
FAILURE TO FILE: During the 
tax years stion, the tax- 
accountants 
who prepar heir returns. The 
taxpayers had for many years 


tax purposes 
il the Internal 
sed the de- 


been classified for 
as farmers iu 

Revenue Ser 
ficiency in 1958 
otherwise, t! 






proceeded in good 
years in filing 
in January fol- 
of the previous 


or tne 


Held: The failure of the tax- 


payers to make and file a Decla- | JE ROL D 4 unt ring . 


ration of Estimated Tax was due | 


to reasonable 


cause and not to}: 


willful neglect, and, therefore, 
the taxpayers are not subject to 
the-~penalties claimed by the 
Government. Steck, DC Kan., 
10/21/60. 

Rev. Rul. 61-95: 
FROM GROSS INCOME — EX- 


PENSES: The Internal Revenue |‘ 


Service does not agree with the 
test for determining the deduc- 


tibility of meals and lodging as} 


travelling expenses which was 
applied in the recent decision of 


283 Fed. (2d) 491 (1960). 





LEGAL NOTICES 





DEFENDANT. 


NOTICE TO ABSENT 
ew Jersey 


Superior Court of N 
Docket No 

of New Jersey 
Rosie Woods Burns, also known as 
Reverend Rosie Woods Burns, 

one of the defendants 
You are hereby summoned anc 
upon Robert 8S. Hartgrove, 
torney, whose 
Jersey City, Ne 
- ¢ ompl aint 


State 


1 required t 


erve esq 


address is 591 Sum 










;R 
} pe 


te 


= = 
Sis; 





19 $28.5 


ESSEX COUNTY COURT 
LAW DIV a 
‘ yr 





Civ 
Sopem ENT 


of the Application of ) 
"IN DOUGL AS Sg for leave ) 
assume m¢e ) 
EVIN SOUGLAS Al ‘LON 





with all 








I 
It is shasta! Ordered that withir od 
| after the dat hereof, sa i 
|}eause a copy of this judgment to be pub 
shed in the New Jerse Law J rma and 
that tier the ent f this 


within 20 days 
judgment he file 
ff it of 











= 




















( & 70 
LER i's) 4 gs 
TAKE NOTICE, + 
House, Newark, New Jersey at 
m the 26th day f October. 196 
t he ar 
Arring 
i } 
wk L.S 
as al ¢ 
Jr. ix 
Pawlikows+ Ss 
ES 


fergen Street 
New Jersey 

ttorney for Plaintiffs 

L.J.—Sept. 28. Oct. 5. 12. 12 <1 





DEDUCTIONS |” 





nf NOW. 


LEGAL NOTICES 








Dated: September 18, 1961 

ESTATE OF JOHN O'HARA, deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
beim NER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
his day made on the application of the 
} undersizned, Exeeutor of said deceased. 
notice reby given to the creditors of 
g to exhibit to the subscriber. 





their claims and 
of said deceased 
n from this date, they 
eve barred from prosecuting or 
e same inst the subseriber. 
JAMES M. MaeNE 
J. STEVENS JR., 
ral Avenue 
N. J 


iffirmation, 
the estate 


7 





» 





. Ot. 5. 12. OF 


| STATE OF NEW_JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
| WHBPEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
| ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 








BALI ANGARRY INC. 
ae ration of thi » whose principal 
offic situated » Market Stree ot. 
! the City of | inty of Px s 
Stat of New (George Tierney 
being the axent therein and in charge thereof. 
whom may be served), has 


upon process 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certiticate of Dissolution. 

THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lbo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Pwent tay of September, 1961, 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 


in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 


file in 


thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid ig & iy A on file 
in my said office ae provided 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
of September 
nine hundred 


this Twenty-first day 
A D.. one thousand 
and sixty-one 
EDWARD J. P a 
re enare ake St ate 
38. 64. 6, 12 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTME SNT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 

Greetin 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 

holders, deposited in my office that 

| 347 aap tay i STREET. INC 

1 corporation of this State, whose principal 
iat ted at No. 347 Market Strect 

| the City of Paterson, ‘County of Passaic, 

| State o New Jersey (Samuel L. Biber 


| being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
tpon whom process may served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 

| Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissoluticn. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 
eertity — the said corporation did, on the 
Pwr fth 4d of Se 1961, file in 
my office a daly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said couxent and the record 
f the proceedings aforesaid te a on file 


tember, 


n my said office as provided by 
IN TESTIMONY WHE REOF. I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixe] my official seal. at Trenton, 
t! [wenty-fifth day of Septembe 
Seal) A.D me thousand nine ane 
i pak Alt a J. PATTEN, 
tary of State 
Ba Sept. 2S Or 5 12 $21.60 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting: 

WHBEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
hy duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

MDON CANDY CO 
this t wh 
96 Mail Street 


State 
No 
| ' ty 
k. Cour f Essex 


var 
dere lar I fsordor 


wing the agent therein and in charge thereof, 


upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 


preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 


f New Jersey, 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 








in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
poration, executed by a!! stockholder* 
thereof. which said cousent and the record 


f the pr eedinis aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY. WHEREOF, J 

have hereto set my hand and af 

fixed mv official at Trenton, 

I ent da lisesi 


red 


bund 


STA NEW JERSEY 
DEP ARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting 
WHERE AS. 


TE OF 


It appears to my satisfaction. 
ee d record of the proceed- 
the voluntary’ dissolution thereof 
unenimous “consent of all the stock- 

deposited in my office that 


by duly au 
ings for 

by the 
helders 








bas 








w! proc be served) 
complied rith the ments of Title 14 
Corporations. Ge Revised gf recor 
f New Jersey. prel nary to the iesu 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Ilo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation Sine on the 

S mber. 196 1 


my office a duly executed and ettented. conse bt 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on Mle 
in my said office e as provided 

TESTIMON iY 
« hereto se 
fized mv offic al 


and af- 
Frente. 


my 


seal. at 





A. « thousa: 


4 PATTEN. 
of state. 























DISSOLUTION 
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a to whom these presente may come, 
ree 
WHEREAS, It appeare to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
{ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimoue consent of = _ stock- 
holders, deposited in my office t 
: LIVINGSTON STREET Pail 
a corporation of this —. whose principal 
office is situated at No. 15 Exchange Place, in 
the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey (The Corporation Trust 
Company being the agent therein and in 
charge thereof, upon whom process may be 
served), has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 

State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Eighth day of September, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and a ttested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid rr. yo on file 
in my said office as provided 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, J 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 


this Eighth day of September, A.D., 





(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Seoretary of State. 

L.J.—Sept. 21, 28, Oct. 5 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
y duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous coneent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
MORRIS SPECIALTIES, INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 61 - 68th Street, in 
the City of Guttenberg, County of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey (Robert W. Morris 
being the agent therein and in charge tlicreof, 
upon: whom procese may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, I)» Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Eighth day of September, 1961, file in 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 


in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholder» 
thereof, which said couseut and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 





in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed mv official seal. at Trenton. 
this Kighth day of September, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-~one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L,.J Sept. 2 28, Oct. 5 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STA 


DEPARTM STATE 
es OF DISSOLUTION 
whom these presents may come, 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
{ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 





D-W TRANSPORT INC. 
a corporation of this State whose pri 
office is situated a No. 57 Crane 
in the City of Newark, County of 
State of New Jersey (Pasquale D'Alessio 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process ay be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Hevised Statutes 

New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
tate of the State of New Jersey, Ibo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-second day of September, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which eaid consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are gui on file 
in my said office as provided by 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF. J 








IN 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
pst te “second day of Septem- 
(Seal) be thousand nine hun- 
ies a s y 
EDWARD J. PA TEN ; 
Secretary of State 
L.J.—Sept. 28, Oct. 5, 12 $21.60 
orate OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

PHIL-SHEL REALTY CORP 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at ll 26 Journal Square, 
in the City of Jersey C County of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey Gerold Kanengiser 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom procese may be served). has 
complied with the requiremeats of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lho Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Nineteenth day of 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings eigenen are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1] 


September, 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Nineteenth day of September 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
SOP SHOT Y of State 
LJ 2 et. 5, $21.60 


ones to sohom these presents may come, 

ree| 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 

by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 

ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 

holders, deposited in my office that 
LINDY'S CLEANERS, INC. 

State, 





~orporation of this 
vi 4 





y «) (Kalman 
being the agent therein eng in a thereof, 
upon whom process may be rved), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revi Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twentieth day of September, 1961, 
ms office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, wh said couxent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are — on file 
In my said office as provid by 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 














have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Twentieth aay of September, 

(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and eixty-~one 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 

L.J Sept. 2S, Oct. 5, 12 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

To all to w these presente may come, 

Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 





holders, deposited in my office that 
Srey tea I VESEY. INC. 
a corporat this State, whose oe - 
office is situat ed at No 7 
1 the City of Newark t 
State of New Jersey (Bernard 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon: whom procesé may be served). ® 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Ibo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twentieth day of September, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which sald couseut and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 








OF NEW JERSEY 
OF STATE 
DISSOLUTION 


STATE 
DEPARTMENT 
CERTIFICATE OF 





ATE 

CERTIFICATE OF IISSOLUTION 

all to whom these presents may come, | 
Greeting: | 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
{ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


To 





holders, deposited in my office that | 

HILL (iry HOLDING hago stamens 
a corporation of this Stat se ) 
rt s it Ni ’ 

‘ , + « t 

St f Jersey (John <A I 
being the agent therein and in charge ag 
upon whom process may be served). 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, | 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certiticate of Dissolution. 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fourt t of September, 1961, file in | 


my aie a oe executed and attested consent 


{n writing to the dissolution of said cor- | 
poration, executed by all the ytockholdera 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are ucw on file 





in my said office as provided by law. 

. TESTIMONY WHEREOF, JI 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
, , innit lay of September 

Ss A.L) ne t sand = nir hundred 
H Sixty-one 
DPWAKD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
= t ’ S Oet. $21.60 


TE OF NEW 


STAT JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF TE 


STA 








CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greetin 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of ail the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
PANGERINE CORPORA 
att tila Sines wit . 
i = f yew ‘ 
x, Sta f New Jerse lin 
bei ng the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the iesuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, 1. the Secretary of 


State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Wersaty, that the said corporation did, on the 
t tember, 1961, file in 


jay of S 


mys stim a duly executed and attested consent 








in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my raid office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 
have hereto set ms hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
lay f September 
S« nine hut dred 
k Ww SRD ’ PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
= RS Oct $21.60 











To presents may come, 


all to whom these 
Greeting: 
WHDPREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
duly authenticated record of the proceed- | 
for the voluntary dissolution thereof | 
unanimous consent of all the stock- 
deposited in my office that | 


MANUFACTURERS PL 
T . Stute whi ‘ 


hy 
ings 
by the 
holders, 


ACE 





being the agent therein ar ak in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the iseuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Io Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation eee on the 


Nineteenth f September 961 
my office a duly y pessoas ce attested consent 


in writing to the dissolution of sai cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are — on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, J 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Nine t v f September 
Seal) A.D... on thousand nine hundred 
ataree 
EDW ARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretar ’ State 
LJ Sept s wt. § 21 R80 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

_ CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

DAUMAN REALTY CORP 


Ss situated e oe + 4 erce Street 

t City of Newark y Essex, 
State f New Jersey Muse M Fast 
being the agent therein and in charge tlerecf, 
upon. whom process may be served). haa 
‘omplied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Nineteent in 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 


h day of September, 1961, 


in writing to the dissvlution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said couseut and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 





in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, ! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal at Soouten. 
this Ninete i f September 
(Seal) A.D., one thot and nine hundred 
and sixty-one 
EDW ARD a “'PATTE x 
Secretary f State 
Sent. 28 Oct bs 12 $21.60 





dema 












4 said office as provided by law. 
ices IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1] 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
s Twentieth day of September 
(Seal) AD. one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
ute decd of State, 
J Se 28 Oct 2 $21.60 
SHERIFF'S SAI 
SUPERIOR HAN) D-377 
§ 6 «OUWOTRI OF NEW JERSEY, 
DIVISION ESSEX COUNTY, 






































ee Ss New ssex ( 
New ] 
Judgment 
said s s the of 
On r oH rs 
I z eat » o h 
N ‘ Ss her 
AOLERCIO, A r 
AS ster A s 
> - -> = $30.87 
Dated: $ r 8. 196 
STATE OF LOUIS K 
rsuant e or H 
W I Surroga 
x sa 
i : “ 2 
ANNA J. PRESS 
\ Att 
ie B St 
x 2 N. J 
Sep >] 38 n ri ’ 
lated 
STAI AR 
VIEN s zg 
Sig 4 
s : 
24 8 
Xe 2 
iE Sept, 2 »s. oO 5 2 ) 



















whose principal 
1180 Raymond Boule- 
ark Coun ty of Essex, 
Friedman 


file in 











| State of the State 





To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my sattetnetion. 
pod duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary diseolution Pthereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

ROBECK FASHIONS, INC. 
a@ corporation of this State, whose principa 


office is situated at No. 555 - 1st cm 
City of Hoboken, County of Hudson, 
of New Jersey (John La Rocca 





being the agent therein and in charge ~~ 
upon whom process may be served). 
complied with the requirements “ot Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twelfth day of September, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, execu by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the —— eee = on file 
id office as prov 
— "IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 


this Twelfth day of September, 
(Seal) A.D., -_ thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-~< 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J Sept. 21, 28, Oct. 5 $21.60 





SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
CHANCERY DIVISION, UNION COUNTY 
DOCKET NO. C-3181-60 

(L.8 
THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY 





HARRIET E LIZABETH RANDOLPH, also 
known as Elizabe Randolph, her heirs, 
devisees and re present atives, and 
her, their J their successors in 
right, title and interest, and MR. RAN- 
DOLPH, husband of Harriet Elizabeth 
Randolph, also known as Elizabeth Ran- 
dolph 
You are hereby summoned and required 
to serve upon BENJAMIN GITTLEMAN, 


ESQ., plaintiff's attorney, whose address is 
26 Thirteenth Avenue, Newark 3, New Jersey, 





an answer to the complaint filed in the 
civil action, in which Ignatz E. Wnek is 
plaintif?’ and Harriet Elizabeth Randolph, 
t als., are defendants, pending in the Super- 


ior Court of New Jersey within 35 days after 
















2, 1961, exclusive of such date. 

1 to do so, judgment by default 

re nd red against you for the relief 

| the ¢ mplaint. You shall file 

your answer and proof of service in duplicate 

with the Clerk of the Superior Court. State 

House — . Trenton, New Jersey, in accord- 

ance ith the les of civil practice and 
Taonsdn re. 

The has been instituted for the 
quieting title to certain lands 
he Township of Hillside, County 

and Stat e of New Jersey located at 
~ as follows 





Hi awatha bed 
I i 


un 
1917 as N 







nown and des 
100 and 101 




























STATE OF 
DEP ARTMENT 
CERTIFICATE OF 
To ali to whom these 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
{ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of al! the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
THE WE STBROOK {COMPANY MODEL 
R ps R tOAD MANT “ACTTRERS, INC 


NEW JERSEY 

OF STATE 
DISSOLUTION 
presents may come, 








being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | 
of New Jersey, preliminary té the iesuing | 
“erti of Dissolution. | 
THERE FORE, I, the Secretary of 
of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Eleventh d of September 961, file in| 
my ation a duly executed and attested consent 








tn writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | 
thereof, which said jcousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | 
















{in my said office as provided by la 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Treuton, 
(Sea 10usand nine 
J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
| fe fee 28. Oct. 5 $21.80 
Dated: August 28. 1961 
ESTATE OF SIDNEY A. FRANKLIN, de 
ceased 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. | 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the — of the 


| 


Dated 23. 1961 
SMMA PAGE ne 

e order of DAVID HW. 

of the County of Essex, 

the application of the 

utor of aid deceased, 

hereby given to the creditors of said 
hibit to the subscriber, under | 


1, their claims and demands 
of said deceased within aix | 
1 this date. or they will be forever 
recovering the 


undersigned, Executors of deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the “creditors of | 
said deceased to exhibit to the subacribers 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and | 
jemands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they | 
will be forever barred from pi or | 
“ecovering the same against the subscribers. | 






Newark 
JOHN 


To all to whom 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfactic, 

by duly authenticated record of the proc 

ings for the voluntary dissolution therm, 

by the unanimous consent of all the stoc. 

holders, deposited in my office that 
BOOKSTABER’S PHARMACY 

a _ corporation of this State, whose princiy 

office is situated at No. (400 21st Aven. 

in the City of Paterson, County of Pasa, 

State of New Jersey (Saul Bookstabe 

being the agent therein and in charge therey 

upon whom procese may be served). by 

complied with the requirements of Title 4 

Corporations. General, of Revised Statuy 

of New Jersey, preliminary to the iseuiry 

of thie Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary » 
State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on t» 
Eighth day of September, 1961, file 5 
mys office a duly executed and attested conse: 
in writing to the dissolution of said ay 
Doration, executed by all the stockholden 
thereof, which said consent and the recon 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on fs 
in my said office as provid y law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, ; 
have hereto set my hand and 4. 
fixed my official seal. at Trestos 


this Eighth day of September, A 


these presents may com 


(Seal) one Seana nine hundred ay 
sixty-o 
E DWARD J. PATTEN, 
ap of Se 

L.J.—Sept. 21, 28, Oct $214 





Dated: August 23. 194 

ESTATE OF ABRAHAM HILTON, decease: 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID E 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Eese: 
this day made on the application of ty 
undersigned, Executors of said decease 
notice is hereby given to the creditors » 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscriben 
under oath or affirmation, their claims ax 
demands against the estate of said decease 
within six months from this date, or tag 
will be forever barred from prosecuting « 
recovering the same against the subecriben 

HENRIETTA SHERIDAN 
C 


. GOLDBERG 

a. “GOL DBERG & WEISS, Attorneys 
120 So. sa sd Avenue 

Newark, N. 

L.J.— Aug. 3, Sept. 7, 14, 21, 28 





o7ace OF NEW JERSEY 
ARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
hs duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution there! 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
holders, deposited in my office that 

AMBOY CHEMICAL CORPORATION 
a corporation of this State, whose principe! 






office is situated at No. 810 Broad Stree: 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex 
State of New Jersey (Marshall Crowley 


being the agent therein and in charge thereo! 
upon whom process may served). bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statute 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the iesulnz 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary o! 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do He reb by 
Certify that the said corporation did, 
Seventh day of September, 1961, th iz 
my office a duly executed and attested consen! 











in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
poration, executed by all the stockholder 
thereof, which said cousent and the 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now 
my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREO! 
have hereto set my hand and 
fixed my official seal. at Tre 
(Seal) ar 
sixt 
EI Ww VAR D J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
L.J Sept. 14, 21, 28 $2 








La Sept. 14, 21. 28. Oct. 5 $ 








TAKE NOT 








ICHARD HARI ROGEL 
HARRIS. ® THAN “ROGEL 
By MAX ROGEL, His Natur 
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COHAN, § di prosee tea or w a 
within six 1 am inst the s eriber VIOLET FRANKLIN N ee “ aa ge rose f 
will be forever THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION THE NATIONAL NEWARK will be forever. barred | inet the subscriber 
recors the gainst the sut LINDABURY, McCORMICK & BANKING COMPANY OF Sie ees | Te OILLIAM LEVEY 
MARGARET LANDOLFO ESTABROOK, Attorneys SAMUEL DRESEIN. Attorney Richard L _ Amste or, Attorney 
| 789 Clifton Avenue 333 No. Brent, Street 744 Broad Street 7 ¥ 
| Newark, N. J. | Elizabeth, N. e Newark 2. N : 
$13.86 | L.J.—Sept. 7. 14. 21. 28. Oct. 5 | L.3.—dAng. 31. Sept. 7, 14, 21. 28 | L.J.—+Aug. 31, Sept. 7, 14, 21, 28 Oct. 5. 12. 19 33;— 
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LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES EEE] —_—<—<—<<«« 
Dated: September 8. 1961 ‘ ae a SSSEX COUNTY a, COURT 
ESTATE OF MARY ELIZABETH MANSER, STATE OF NEW JERSEY DOCKET No. 3923 
: Siate of New Jersey, Repeenent. o DEPARTMENT OF STATE _ a “Acti 
Banking and Insurance, Trenton, July ¢ aad a > _ CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTIO) y 3 +e r + y N 
om si I9¢1— WHEREAS, The State Farm P int t rder of DAVID H. -| Mo, ail, to whom these presente ‘may come, Novice OF ATTACHMENT 
1, m gan : ted at Bloor “gpg eh ~ hae pa ; m sreeting au aR ERSON 
ra in gton, i hin cent sarah 5 : ; eagpes: ar ipaee by duly authenticated record of the proc “ ) 
toet filed in this Department a swor ings for ev tary dissolution thereof | pnoap R. BECKER ) 
: biog? the proper by the unanimous consent of all the stock- Ree ee es “Defendant. ) J« 
holders, deposited in my office that ay ave 43 
roe COMMONWEALTH WAREHOUSE 00. TO: EDGAR R. BECKER g 
sia ad . ration tl tate, whose principal You are hereby notified that a Writ of 
v agai the subscriber. | ‘ S Situated at N 591 Summit Avenue, | Attachment was issued in the above entitled | 
MANSE SMIT n the City Jer City, C ty of Hudson. | cause on July 7, 1961 
ttorney State of New Jers Fred *k E. Riethmuller | chattels, moneys and “ts. ‘ | 
bu being the axent therein aaa in charge thereof. | credits, lands and _ tene me nts belonging to} 
1 % upon whom ess may be served), haa | you, as a non-resident defendant, for the’ 
TU hey thorized transact Oct. 5, 12 complied with the requirements of Title 14. | sum of $479.68 d that the Constatie of | 
i usine ran Corporations. Genera of Revised Statutes | the County of ssex pursuant thereto. on 
- - poco athenagliorege oa ; of New ° liminary to the issuing | July 18, — B® upon the following: 
T¢ 962. "a ; of this Certificate of Dissolution. 1 Pair Head Skis 
: 1962. The condition and State of New Jersey, Department of NOW. THEREFOR I. the Secretary of 1 Set of Ski Poles . 
ty said Company at the date of suc! Banking and Insurance, Trenton. July | state of the Statr of New Jersey, Di Hereby 1 Pair Ski Boots. |Our Representatives 
ment, is shown as f 3 | 31, 1961. WHEREAS, The Franklia Life Certify that the said corporation did, on the 1 Cl th Suit Carrier s 
- 3 Assets, $21 ti |  msurance Company, located at Spring- Thirtiet - August. 1961. file in 1 S$ Cover Daily— 
sen! cept Capital $186,937,- | field, in the State of Illinois, has filed 4 1 
j nt 
aor a aes aa che 2 ra f eo my office a duly execute 2 and attested comseb 13 i 
Paid-up C ) | fm this Department a sworn statement a rita stn ution of said cor- = itt 
ders us over li $22,661,- by the proper officers thereof, showing patti Sapa a a t! stockholders yeaa | Tr Trenton 
com . 7" ; | qeae ar poration, ex i , t 2 1 Overcoat | 
fs Income for the year, $54,051.- its condition on December 31, 1960, thereof, which said cousent and the record 1 ‘Deanstator Radio } 
- Disbursements for tk a and business for the year and has com- of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | a Galt Sucntorn: } 
29,871,100.84. IN WITNESS WHE! | plied in all respects with the laws of | in my said office as provided by law. | | Mise. towels, undexwear..eocks | 2ne Olmees af the 
OF, I have hereunto set my ner icable to it; now, there- IN TI TI O : ? ' are further notified that you are| urt 
affixed my seal, at Trenton, day R. Howell, Commis- have bere off nial ge Ed i to serve your answer to plain- | Supreme Co 
wi and year first above written. Charles sioner of Banking and Insurance of the fixed my ome! ss * | tit’ int. upon Boyle & Boyle, Esas.. | Superior Court 
ay R. Howell, Commissioner of Banking | State of New Jersey, do hereby certify 3 is Thirt jay of August, A.D., | the plainti iff’s attorney, whose address is Room Qn t 
and insurance. Seal 14 that said ona any is duly authorized (Seal) thousand nine hundred and | 415 _ io Street. P comp oe egg agi : Secretary of State 
AEA i PE one or to move the complain e writ | 
L.J.—Sept. 14, 21, 28 321.60 | ° transact its appropriate business of .RD J. PATTEN of tach t » Constable’s levy there-| U.S. District Court 
; = 4 3 cpt a | fe insurance im this State in accord- avatare of Beate : under withiz T. rs October 5. 1961 | s - 
1.4 | amce with law until May 1, 1962. Th Sia Sa 1a et aS 21.60 jo ae a | Workmen’s Compensation 
= . ( nd business of said Company eo een ca liga ave “ 
198 State “4 a 4, of | i ; h statement, is shown oT 2 IES s a State Tax Department 
104: Bostine and yg snc A STATE OF NEW JERSEY aa as 
19, 1691— F he American | ey po DEPARTMENT OF STATE ~ of A ney General 
A | Xcep pital MEI E OF DISSOLUTION sae boa 
ae: seid NG Mutual Insurance Company, 956.99; Paid-up Capi- To all to whom these presents may come, | ! ; agi ede Bureau of Vital Statistics 
ta . ie ate Surplus over all Greeting ' » with the rul 411 oth State Office 
ase. a ON , $54,0 28.00; Income for WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | : All owner ate ces 
sf tfl- year, 134,95 9.03; Dist Irse- ticated record of the proceed: | 
- n | ments for , $78,866,121.03. IN i for ee a | 
he | WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto vere e Y ta aoe ae te $37.17 | fe» 
rei pects | WITNESS WHEREOF. I have hereunto | Wiiiers, denosited in my office that |i Bergen, Essex, Hudson, 
abl + t @ e 
ye Trenton, the day and year first above Bee S srincipal | Dated: September 6, 1961 | i 
= | written. Charles BR. Howell, Commis- | #,¢0T™ Mineage, [ ESTATE: OF Prorit WeaCLARe decease 'Passaic and Union 
| boner of Banking and Insurance. in the ( f : suant , r of DAVID H. (@® i 
f Seal St ‘ P ur G | ‘ounty of Essex >ounties 
ney % L.J.—Sept. 14, 21. 28 $19.98 | being the avent therein and in charge thereof, | ai Sey oR j ’ 
gait a pants ae upon whom process may be served). has} -4 County Clerk’s Office 
| cs on; | complied with the requirements of Title 14, | a e 
¥ r .T I Vv} I) ch Pind dis ‘ Corporations, Ge of Revised Statutes | ~~ r Re gister 
| ESTATE OF DA ID J on as = nd gorse y. DI minary a... Ge issuing | ), ~ Surrogate 
— | 4 - wwe 118 4 ate S80. on ear * a e » th 
i t_to the ord f DAVID H NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of saith He facocce corse is this County Clerk’s Vault 
: - ty of Essex. | State of the State of New Jersey, Io Hereby | Wi) lorever | 7. pr osecu tee: | . P 
a) ads ; a i ‘ © | Certify that the said ec yrporation did, maa; ‘ATHERINE wr ne TAK” menlners | Register’s Vault 
= rx Ts , 41d if ised aK 
a, pts reby given to the creditors of [Fifth day of September, 1961, file 4m] ROSPOND & ROSPOND, Attorneys i Sheriff’s Office 
{on % | eased t xhibit to tt subseribers my office a duly exec ited and atiented consent mimerce Street 
in | ch Do RRICRIE EOS HhGie’ Chat in writing to the dissolution of said cor Newark NJ n Surrogate’s Vault 
eo! nd, | tt tat I poration, e ted by all the stockholdere Sept. 14, 21, 28, Oct. 5, 12 i 
set es, | . thereuf, whi cute aid cousent and the record Referees in Bankruptcy 
¥ | from prosecuting or] of the proceedings af aid are now on file Dated: August 22, 1961 
» | : “against. the subseribers. | fn my said ided_by law. | ESTATE OF ROSE ot: Soret 2. 108 Chancery Division Chambers 
toe! eal SNOGUY ne IN TES : ee ame t to the order of DAVID B Compensation Courts 
_ : } il. STATE BANK OF have he seer” sti eal eae Trenton, | WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
eX | Poe fixed my wee PenwS ‘| this day made on the application ef the All County Courts and Offices 
wley yes ntcaggy hh BeRte Hey this y of September, A.D.,| undersigned, Executor of said deceased. j 
sof above w: anges * SUF (Seal) 0 i nine hundred and/| notice is hereby given to the creditors of Municipal Courts and Offices 
“en ommissioner of =| Ni x 2 CP ea oe 3 ‘ said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 
14 Seal ¢ | Rede a ED PATTEN, inder oath or affirmation, their claims and 
—— - sa Se t f State lemands against the estate of said deceased ° ° 
Sept. 14, 21, 28 $23.22 | In the Matter of the Application ) L.J.—Sept 2s $21.60} within six months from thia date, or they District Courts 
pas f | 1 SWEENY is ‘ M a ) _ _______— | will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
y nd natural guardian of PHI ILI > ) recovring the same against the anbscriber 
Abate: (af New. Jerxey,. Department of; | AUAN DINGOs an intent ave STATE OF NEW JERSEY THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION | Ali Parts of the District Courts 
B i nd Ins nee. Trenton, July ? | t@_ass e t nan PARTMENT O S |; PITNEY, HARDIN & WARD, Attorneys 
i ane, erence Ta, Ghia | PMHAr ALAN SWEENY ro CERPIBICATE “OF DISSOLUTION | | 500 Broad Street in the Counties mentioned. 
; =e os ~ ile son o all to whom these presents may come, | Newark N. J 
; National Insurance Company, loca at | TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN Greeting | b.J.—a Sept. 7. 14, 21, 28 
Evanston, in the State of B has | N that Friday, October 1 WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | 00 —————— | a 
+ |} 1 the forenoor the by duly autt ated record of the proceed- | “ave > . my rf > i 
fle reof i H ‘ {ngs for t untary dissolution thereof eT ae Led eee ‘T 
. : Court t ( Hons n the City of | by the unan onsent of all the stock- io + oKE r NO. | 
rand t Jer ty, County of Hudson, New Jersey holders, de in my office that ~ _ 7 
a & for a judement auth ¢ PHILIP ALAN | pick ' E CENTER, INC. NOTICE OF  HOARING | Services We Perform 
n PHILT jg Hala a corporat State, whose principal | tn the Matter of the Appication of  ) ; 
I ied offi 51 Palisade Avenue DOROTHY GILLIAM, next Friend ) Ascertaining corporate name 
an | in e To neck, County of Ber- f SYLVIA RYA N, a or, For ) ilabilit d te in 
“ eet St (J _ D a save For said ior to assume the ) avauiaDlity and corpora - 
l rrawy 9eing the agent therein and in charge thereof, name of SYLV t A G ILLIAM ) i 
| AGtoriey for Pilati upon whom “5 may be served). has) TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned. act- formation 
gees Misia complied wit e re ements o tle 14./ tng as next friend for Sylvia Ryan, a minor, : 
a Piece pen Meee heeke Corpora tior sneral, of Bevised Statutes | will apply to Essex County Court on the} Service of papers on attorneys 
. if. Sas se Si 1991) 0f New preliminary to the iesulng/ 5th day of October 1961, at ten o’clock in ae 
Se £ O ; $17.0 or : 
con- | dal ae wee 1 Of tale Cer e of Dissolution. the forenoon, at the Essex County Court} Filing and delivery of papers, 
ee NOW, TH FORE, I, the Secretary of | Honse in the City of Newark, for a judgment 
| State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | authorizing the gal id minor to assume the files, etc. 
z 9 | Btate of New Jersey, Department of Certify that the said corporation did, on the | name of Sylvia Gilliam. Sad 
and un rirenton. July . hate” da ‘ er, 1961, file in DOROTHY “GILLIAM, next friend} Obtaining information and data 
25 : ( 1, 1961 HEREAS he State Farm me ‘ - of Sylvia Ry : 
2 | a. my office a duly executed and attested consent ylvia an +7 
320 Sac ay Mutua! jatenaaiia Insurance Company, Ol tae sete sctution ot Gaia reges HAROLD J. ASHBY. Bsq. Abstracting dockets 
P T ] r | at sloomington, in the te | | poration, exec i all the stockholders | Attorney for Plaintiff - 
: ae filed in this vepartment || thereof. ‘which sald cousent and the record | 189 Halsey Street Searching and abstracting trade 
T- | the proper offi- | | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | Newar c, New Jerse , a 
: cats pl % f . in my said as provided by law. L.J.—Sept. 7, 14, 21, 28 $18.27 names, corps., chattel mtgs. 
x : hes Pris IN STIMONY BO estates, etc. 
Chart Ah: aa | e gap sas tie sp | ESTATE OF EMMA L. PRENTICE, deceased. Procuring Forms or Rules 
Bankin: Insurance Seal 17 | this Sixt f September. A.D.. Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. WEIN- 
ot Banking and Insurance. Seal 17 | Seal) on yusand nine hundred end| ER, s : ounty of Essex. this| Marking District Court cases 
I Sept. 14. 21. 28 821 80 | - 2 aye : PAREN } day made or ication of the under- 
¢ : ae, cess Sani wi WARD J. Pz aN. signed, Exec id deceased, notice is j 
: = yee Reeretary of ‘State ne cee eee eg orice ei | Obtaining police and hospital 
F seu Sept 14 2 28 «1.6 eric under oath or reports 
ote of a, Jersey Der artment ————————— Se tha ir claims and demands against p 
anking an Insurance . a ns a of said deceased within six months 
81, 1961—WHEREAS, T Sut ‘insurance STATE OF Ra ye | date, or they will be forever barred ee 
riy Company, located at Dal ope ABTME: T OF sta N ig a recovering the same 
r t Te pee eas CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTIOD gain subscriber 
paca (Aerie Fo eu fe whom these presents may come, WILLIAM. nf CAMPBELL III 
a Freeting : CAMPBE & CAMPBELL ° 
statement WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | CAMPBELL & CAMPBELL, Attorneys Messenger Service 
ted Assets by duly authenticated record of the proceed. ~ Ataatere ; 2. 
except Cap ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof MM 21 28 Oc 
: by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 4. 21. ic det. & Our messenger calls at your 
| holders, deposited in my office that 
SANFORD \LTy, COMPANY, INC. Synopels of the Annusl Statement of office daily for your instructions 
| other , State. 1 the Occidental Life Insurance Company, | and requests on forms provided 
= of California, Los Angeles, in the State by us 
} € I of California, on the 31st day of De ‘ 
. Base x. State ‘ Jersey (Tt 10mas J. Lyons cember, 1960, made to the Insurance 
ri . 62. IN WITNESS | being the agent therein and in charge thereof. Commissioner of the State of New Jer- 
art 1962, IN V ITNE: SW | widem: whom  Drocess may be served). has sey pursuant to law. Total Admitted & 
: “Teel! yas eo al complied with the reat urements of Title 14, Assets, $816,536,525.26; Total Liabili- 
‘ atid veee at chore | Soe General, of Revised — ties, $718,62 Special Surplus 
am andy well, Commissioner | of New Jersey. rahe gar the issu Funds, $13,038,54 ; Capita] Paid-up, R + 
! t ,Howell, sior of this Certificate of Dissolution. | 06! » $25,000,000.00;/ Unassigned Surplus. eports 
and Insurance. yt bay mpeg vw Jenner lio Hereby |  $59.877,702.86, $97,916,248.89; Income 
L.J.—Sept. 14, 21, 28 Btate ef New Jersey, Department of + age , 5 said corporation did, on the for the year, $286,055,890.67; Disburse- 
- | Banking and Insurance, Trenton, July — — = “e wi ai ‘eet. ‘fia in ments for the year, $220,047,184.50. A prompt report is given you 
of New Jersey. 31, 1961—WHEREAS, The North Amer- | Sixth day o —_ | Horace W. Brower, President: C. S. | On each request you make. 
E ing EA ae it ican Life Insurance Company, of <aecaee. my office a duly executed i attented sommes Gillespie, Secretary. Seal 18 
— a iS . age as cated Chicago, in the State o i- in writing t ed ion 0 Synopsis of the Annual Scatcment of ATLABLE 
31. 196¢1—W HEREA d sutual Trust located at Ch : 1 bee ea rs ynopsis 0 e Annua tatement o 
Life insurance company, lat cade nois, has filed in this Department a poration, executed dt the stockholde the Balboa Insurance Company, Los An- THIS SERVICE IS AV 
. e : : sworn statement by the proper officers thereof, waren oe ae aid are ag aol on file geles, in the State of California, on TO YOU FOR A NOMINAL 
: : showing its condition on De = ps aiid of8 a om seaeided bei the 3lst day of December, 1960, de 
e 31, 1960, and business for the | '? MY BAN Sp STIMONY WHEREOF. I to the Insurance Commissioner of the MONTHLY CHARGE 
: r and has complied in ct hav set my hand and af- State of New Jersey pursuant to law. 
| with the laws of this State a able fixed ficial seal. at Trenton, Total Admitted Assets, $7,$25,3: 
to it; now, therefore, tl S if -ptember, A.D Total Liabilities, $5, 185, 416 a0 : Con- * 
pe : Howell — o1 ; = i. (Seal) one dred and tributing Certificate, $500, 000.60. Capi- 
“pe ee Insurance of the State o ew Jers sey, sixty~ tal Paid-up, $1, 000.000. 00 ‘ . 
aa rles R. se aa do hereby certify that said Company is EDWAK J Surplus, 7 33 Serving the Bar of New Jersey 
Naw. Sevese: do hiss mS duly authorized to transact its appro- bask re $01 60 Income for the year For Over 30 Years 
ry p business of life and aecident and L.J.—Sep +. < - be anh bursements for the year, 
~ health insurance in this State in ac - — i ' C. W. Ferguson, President: E. L. n- 
eordance with law until May 1, 1962. x Dated: August 24 1961 a , Secretary € nt; | 
The condition and business of sai id ESTATE OF MARGARET SONAHC E, de- Synopsis of the Anr 1 Statermer.t of the NEW JERSEY LAWYERS 
ompany at the a. be “a ee _ teeet PARED EI Pacific Mutual Alife “Insurance Company, 
B yoo EE ene ea ‘ WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex Los Angeles, in the State of California, 
i Liabilities, ex- aS tn ee on the 3lst day of December, 1960, 
; Surplus, $48,507.619.- this day made on the fo agen of the ae h I Z ey er 
2 $1,819,124.00: S undersigned. Executor said deceased made to the Insurance Commissioner 
ae Liabili : $2 7166 805.25 notice is hereby giver ‘a the creditors of of the State of New Jersey pursuant 
ll Liabilities plus over all apse $10,855,816 ; aaid deceased to ~rhibit to the subscriber to law. Total Admitted Assets, $614,- 
for the year Income for the year, aos wale ca ander oath or affirmation, their claims and 616,721.30; Total Liabilities, 3576,222.- 240 Mulberry : Street 
aie +h Disbursements for the year, $8,368,539.- inst the estate of sald de et 430.44; Special Surpl Funds, $19,- ¢ 
ments the r, $2 55. IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have demands against the estate of sald deceased 5 pecial Surplus unds, 9, 
] WITNESS WHEREOF, reunt on. ee & atttved within six months from this date, or they 020,327.62; Unassigned Surpius, $19,- = 
: eet my name and affixed l, at hereunto set my name and affixed mY | will be forever barred from prosecuting or| 872,963.24, $38,393,290.86; Income for Newark 1, N. J. 
r Trenton, the day and year f abcv seal, at Trenton, ‘cn oa rei, recovering the same against the enhecrther the year, $137,031,944.04; Disburse- 
written, Charles R. Howell, Commis- first abeve a a ‘ asd THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION ments for the year, $119,373,566.57. T. 
sioner of Banking and Insurance. Commissioner of Banking a . JOHN F. CONNOLLY, Attorney 8. Burnett, President; Neil B. Ross, MArket 3-6190 
Seal 21 ance. 11 Commerce Stree e 3 Secretary. 
| Newark 2. N. J . 
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+.J.—Sept. 14, 21, 28 $19.98 ' L.J.—Sept. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 | L.J.—Aug. 31. Sept. 7. 14, 21, 28 | L.J.—Sept. 14, 21, 28, Oct. 5, 12 
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Decries Wide Discrepancy In Judicial Salaries 


Chicago — Some justices of the 
peace with minimum education 


during 


and training are receiving more ness, 
than double the salary of quali- well as the 


the 
delegations 


legislative 


legal profession at- 


session, 
representing busi- 
agriculture and labor’ as} 


1 


fied and experienced state court tended all committee hearings | 
trial judges, according to Cecil, and effective factual presenta- | 
E. Burney, president of the’ tions were made, newspaper sup- | 
American Judicature Society. port was obtained, and every ef- | 
“This shocking discrepancy,” he fort was made to gather legis- | 
said, “is matched only by the lator support. Over 1400 man- 
fact that a spread of $28,000 ex- hours, 34 forty-hour work weeks 
ists between the annual salaries! of lawyers’ time, were expended | 


in this 


“Every 


of the highest and lowest paid 
trial judges of state courts of 













campaign.” 


lawyer should take it 








Court Recess For State 
Bar Meeting 


The courts of the state will be 
in recess on Friday, November 


| 17, 1961 to permit the members 
of the Bench and Bar to attend 
the State Bar Mid-Year Meeting 


which will be held on that daie. 


Carpenter Named To 
A.B.A. Journal 
Advisory Board 








James D. Carpenter of Carpen 








general jurisdiction. This means as his personal and professional ter, Bennett & Morrissey 744 
that some judges are receiving responsibility to see to it that tl d ag nt h fs abe 
430 per cent more than others the judges in his state receive] —. “hi ee phone ces sg 
ie | Sh gees rns : ; elected a member of the Advis- 
who have the same jurisdic- salaries commensurate with| ~~ Board of the American Bar 
tional responsibilities.” their duties and their high of-| > iction Journal to represen 
“Work loads vary and costs of fice. This is one realistic way | oo an ne eee 
living are different from locality to insure both the dignity and|~ ew Jersey 
to locality,” he said, “but any the competency of the courts of | 
judge capable of discharging the our land.” he said. | Mercer County 
great responsibility of deciding The American Judicature Soc- Weekly Call 
questions relating to the liberty y is a national organization of | —_—____— 
of our citizens and the sancti over 20,000 members devoted to | VEEKLY CAL VCTOBER, 1961 
of their property should receive promoting the efficient admin- Se COURTS. 1 ox NI 
a minimum of $15,000 a istration of justice. The Society | adee : Se GR aE 
Today, there are six states wh Will soon publish a revised edi- | Fus ae. 
have major court judges re tion of its Judicial Salaries in| | Court. q B. Met 
ing $10,000 or less and 28 states the United States. Founded in|‘ zs Cail ; 
pay some of their naire less 1913, the Society is now located xe r tr 
than $14,000 annually.” in the American Bar Center in 
Calling on the legal ese Chicago Re 
to take the lead in corre sr Following are states paying| 19s. Isss, 320, 46s, (54s, 4738 
these inequalities, Mr. Burney | judges less than $15,000 annu-| 173s. ‘Y508. ‘1248. ‘166 gS. 1708 
said, “The recent successful ally: BR a ee. 
campaign of the Oregon State Alabama, Arkansas, Colorado, | r17S, 2288, 232 2330, 236C, 2370 
Bar which resulted in an in- anda idoona: Idaho, Indiana, |-""™ °’"> = et oe Cleese 
crease in the salaries of state Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louis- 
trial judges of more than 30 per iana, Maine, Michigan, Minne- Bankruptcies 
cent, from $13,000 to $16,590, is sota, Mississippi, Montana, Neb- RARER oe re 
a fine example of what an arous- raska, North Carolina, North | a Z ii 
ed group can accomplish. Local Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, South | ‘ sh ses SL 
lawyer-laymen committees were Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Utah,| s ».: 9-18 ne 
formed, every legislator was per- Vermont, Virginia, West  Vir- $0 764 aha 


ginia, Wy 


and 


sonally contacted before 





ts” with new and 


are ees ht 


with exclusi 
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STOCK & thanse 
LEDGER 


gad Transfer Ledger 
bid cid ‘ate Desk Seoi 
inute Book with Booster 


< Seal in your 


502 HIGH STREET, NEWARK 2, N. J. 


yming and Puerto Rico. 


old corporations 


ive self-filing drawer * 


coo 


and up 


*reinforced drawer 


$2.00 additional 


oo 
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CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 
EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 





In answering any box ads, 
address answers to: 








: LAW CLERK FOR BUSY NEWARK 
New Jersey Law Journal | fice. Phone Mitchell 3-8100. 
CLA —— CLER LIMITED ATTORNEY 





irm. Varied general practic: 


240 Mulberry St., 
Newark 1, N. J. 





a ACTIV: 








‘ Ww ig ye 


EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 








EMPLOYMENT WANTED 


YOU? NG ATTORNEY E 
nee, seeks employmen: 
. OL 3-1944. 








SPE 






















ee N. J. 
nce (emphas s 

some Tax 

d fields), see 

equest. CLA s2 











YEARS 


S WoOrkK 


EXPERIEY: 
with promin 




































NEY AMBIiTI 
2ims rtmen i 
' n immaater 
HU 4-45 
1 background, « ( FOR RENT 
CLA S800 | 
ihe cots WITH ACCOUNTING KNOW- PB ig 3 aaa ae eee wee 
" fi ademy Street, 
e ed to associate in general prac- ference room, ay 
“Paterson, N.J.; MU 4-4444. acne Rent rea 
ne . MA 3-2236. 









































AT TOR NEY: E x ELLENT OPPORTUNITY 
for advan Min 5 years general AIR CONDITIONED OFFICE, SUITE 
and tri al ext ve detailed resume Commerce Cx ourt, Newark, MI 32-5550, 
and salary requ iret: CLA 292. = 
— . aaa So * | HACKENSACK COUNTY COURTS AREA 
LAWYER AND LAW CI nlern « inits 300 to 4,000 sq. ¢: 
* ER A: hee oe H t Co - Re tors - 210 \ 
Hack HU 9-6050 
FOR SALE 
y LIBRARY. A. ULLBICE 
F i.. Union, N.J. MU 8-534) 
a ‘LETE UP TO DATE SET 
- nnotated Call OL 








SERV ICES FOR LAWYERS | 


in point furnish 
ergency or excerpt 








ng 











Sam Weiss. 
749 Se eee Rd., 
se 





L-ENSACK OFFICE SA 











©|GENEALOGY: HEIRS AND ABSENT 





































































































I fendants located; affidavit of inguiry 
Pl plied. Low fees. Excellent references. d 
tior B. Handlon, 243 Greylock Parkway, belle 
S28 Ville 9, N.J. Tel. PLymouth 9-4169. 
i : HANDWRITING & DOCUMENT EXPERT 
NEWARK ATTORN RE¢ Ss qualitied examiner; expert testimo: 
y to assis s trated. Hanna Sulner, 35-30 81st 
Ratesie * Jackson Heights 72, N.Y.C. I[Llinois 8-f 
= : |] HANDWRITING EXPERT EXAMD 
ATTORNEY WANTED o EXPANDING jisputed documents J. Howard Ha 
Essex ( ; x it future for |15 Park Row, New York 38, N.¥ 
Wa ¢ 50, | T-8773 es. Te Newark. N.J. HU 
=e RES Pet HANDWRITING EXPERT — SIGNATT 
Al se ; xX Z LEN’ Py oe nod f stic joc UW! ustrated 7 
z cs ke yr 92 Mt. V 
x engag i ge s d . MI 
ive XI™ St icker d, — 
xper red] ‘ A S30 
ae — | TITLE SEARCHERS AVAILABLE TO M 
EMPLOY) Tr OPPO TY ATTOR- in Union, Essex, Morris, Middis 
: ‘1 . ra val work bh and Somerset Counties. Community 
ve wienre Co., 435 West Sth Ave., Roselle 
rh S " y Wr £ £ 
status ‘and selars r "CLA 832. | AG ESSIVE YOUNG ATTORNEY | SPE 
= ia lifficult t liability, 
for r -rrals OL 3-1944. 
ATTO \ IN NEWARK LAW FE I¢ — 
, é pica eb A Steep ee WANTED TO PURCHASE 
A A 5S 
IN PURCHASING 
GAL STENOGRAPHER F chattel dee li 
Hes State xperience a To egal 
LA S34. 4) inder's f paid Seme! 
Place, Newark. MItebell 2-5124. 
Announcements | A SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 
seiaioeatsn | HOME INSPECTION 
. = : | 
Samuel Weitzman, Martin J.| CONSULTANTS WJ. 
Brady and Richard P. Weitzman | A Professional Engineers report 
sea ks ek , yn the structural and mechanical features 
will continue their practice of f Homes, Stores, Factories & Plants 
law as of October 1, 1961 under seaver’ is — Eee On Cena 
= Saree és os | 6 Banta Place, Hackensack, N. J. 
the firm name of Weitzman, | Diamond 2-2246 
Brady & Weitzman, with offices | 
at 60 Park Pl., Newark. | 
SEED Since 1930: PERSONNEL, CREDIT 
Leonard Etz and Ronald Ber- | and NEGLIGENCE REPORTS 
man have formed the partner- | NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 
shin of Bermay? , Et t} 
pat = —— 4 = Jo. = WILLIAM V. FAY, General Manager 
generé ractl law wit! - | 
| fices at 134 West State St., Tren- ae: Sem Oe. Mees 3.0.4 
ton. a lid ci aie PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 














Preferred By Lawyers Over 30 Years 
For Our Unique Personal Service 


Lawye 0-Clinton 


TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 


OF NEW JERSEY 


Organized by N.J. Lawyers . Operated for N.J. Lawyers 


Title Insurance Agencies In 


FREEHOLD @ MorrIsTOWN New Brunswick 
PATERSON @® Toms RIVER @ TRENTON 


15 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2-7875 
BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON ST., HACKENSACK 


























